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March 20, 1980 


Highlights 


17937 National Defense Transportation Day and 
National Transportation Week Presidential 
proclamation 

17941 Nuclear Safety Oversight Committee Executive 
order 

18330 Cooperative Research and Demonstration Grant 
Priorities HEW / HDSO proposes Fiscal Year 1980 
and 1981 priorities; comments by 5-5-80 (Part U of 
this issue) 

18353 Handicapped Research HEW / HDSO solicits 
committee members to review research and 
demonstration grant applications (Part IV of this 
issue) 

18123 Child Welfare HEW / HDSO announces 

availability of research and development grants; 
apply by 5-19-80 

18207 Law Enforcement Equipment Standards Program 

Justice / NIJ announces competitive research 
cooperative agreement program to conduct 
comparative assessment; apply by 5-15-80 

18129 Privacy Act HUD / Sec'y publishes a document 
affecting the systems of records 


CONTINUED INSIDE 
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Highlights 


17954 Credit Control SEC issues policy on effect on 
operations of certain registered investment 
companies including money market funds; effective 
3-14-80 

18116 Interest Rates FDIC revises policy statement 

concerning futures, forward and standby contracts 

18120 Interest Rates FRS issues policy statement 

concerning Forward Placement or Delayed Delivery, 
and Interest Rate Futures contracts 

17983 Temporary Estate Tax Treasury / IRS Issues 

temporary rules regarding procedures for election to 
treat interest in certain joint tenancies as qualified 
joint interest 

18030 Income Tax Treasury / IRS proposes special rule 
for deduction of certain charitable contributions of 
inventory and other property; comments and 
requests for hearing by 5-19-80 

17957 Periodic Payment Plan Certificates SEC adopts 
amendments regarding right of withdrawal; 
effective 4-23-80 

18023 Radiation Protection Standards NRC requests 
comments on proposed revision of rules; comments 
by 8-18-80 

17959 Small Power Producers and Cogeneration 
Facilities DOE / FERC issues criteria and 
procedures to receive qualifying status for rate 
benefits and exemptions; effective 3-13-80 

18224 Auto Recalls DOT / NHTSA requests comments 
on proposed quarterly publication of reports of 
safety defect recall campaigns received from 
manufacturers; comments by 4-21-80 

17996 Education Loans VA sets minimum level of 

tuition and fees payable before eligibility for loan; 
effective 3-7-80 

18046 Small Town Emphasis Program CSA issues 

waiver of non-federal share requirement conducted 
in Region Ill with FY1979 funds 

18030 Rehabilitation Loan Program IIUD transmits 
proposed rule to Congress for review 

16227 Sunshine Act Meetings 

Separate Parts of This Issue 

18330 Part II, HEW/HDSO 

18336 Part III, DOTY/FA A 

18353 Part IV, HEW/HDSO 

18356 Part V, CFTC 
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18067 Cities Service Gas Co. 

18051 Clay Basin Storage Co. 

18068 Colorado Springs, Colo. 

18052 Consolidated Gas Supply Corp. (3 documents) 

18053 Crutcher-Tufts Corp. 

18053 Delvan Development Corp. et al. 
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16330 Cooperative research and demonstration 
projects; grant priorities 1980-01 FY 

Indian Affairs Bureau 

RULES 

Irrigation projects; operation and maintenance 
charges: 

17982 Fort Washakie, Wyo. 

NOTICES 

Irrigation projects, operation and maintenance 
charges: 

18130 Wind River Irrigation Project Wyo. 

Interior Department 

See Fish and Wildlife Service; Indian Affairs 
Bureau; Land Management Bureau; National Park 
Service; Surface Mining Office. 
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RULES 

Employment taxes: 

17986 Employees of related corporations; correction 
Estate and gift taxes: 

17983 Joint interest qualified; treatment; temporary 
regulations 

Income taxes: 

17982 Collapsible corporations: correction 

PROPOSED RULES 

Income taxes: 

18030 Charitable contributions of inventory and other 

property; deduction 

International Trade Commission 

NOTICES 

18229 Meetings; Sunshine Act 
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RULES 

Rail carriers: 

18006 Abandonment of lines and discontinuance of 
service 

Railroad car service orders: various companies: 
18004 Chesapeake 6 Ohio Railway Co. et al. 
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18002 Chicago & North Western Transportation Co. 

18003 Consolidated Rail Corp. 
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NOTICES 

18229 Meetings; Sunshine Act 
Motor carriers: 

18142 Permanent authority applications 
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18132 Burlington Northern Inc. 

18141 Seaboard Coast Line Railroad Co. 

18134 St. Louis Southwestern Railway Co. 

18142 Wisconsin Central Railroad Co. 

Railroad car service orders: various companies: 
16142 Seattle ft North Coast Railroad Co.; denial of 
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Railroad operation, acquisition, construction, etc.: 
16133 Missouri Pacific Railroad Co. et al. 

Justice Department 

See a/so National Institute of Justice. 

NOTICES 

Pollution control; consent judgments: 

18206 Pennsylvania 


18206 Public Service Co. of Colorado 

18205 Republic Steel Corp. 

18206 Rollins Environmental Services (N.J.), Inc. 

Land Management Bureau 
NOTICES 

Meetings: 

18130 Outer Continental Shelf Advisory Board 

18130 Susanville District Grazing Advisory Board 
Opening of public lands: 

18131 Oregon 

Wilderness areas; characteristics. Inventories, eta; 
18130 Utah 

Management and Budget Office 

NOTICES 

18215 Agency forms under review 

Mexico and United States, International 
Boundary and Water Commission 
notices 

Environmental statements; availability, etc.: 

18132 Microwave communications system between 
Amistad Dam and Pearsall. Tex. 

National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 

NOTICES 

18224 Auto recall reports, quarterly publication: 
solicitation of interest 
Motor vehicle safety standards; exemption 
petitions, etc.: 

18224 Ford Motor Co.; tire selection and rims for 
vehicles other than passenger cars 

National Institute of Justice 
NOTICES 

Grants solicitation; competitive research: 

18207 Law enforcement equipment standards program 
evaluation 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

18046 Operational Land Remote Sensing Satellite 
Program; workshop 

National Park Service 
notices 

Land acquisition plans; public forum; 

18131 Redwood National Park. Calif. 

Management and development plans; 

18131 Chattahoochee River National Recreation Area. 

Ga. 

18131 Grant-Kohrs Ranch National Historic Site, Mont. 

National Transportation Safety Board 
notices 

18209 Accident reports, safety recommendations and 
responses, etc.; availability 
18229 Meetings; Sunshine Act (2 documents) 

Navy Department 
notices 

18048 Discharge Review System; regional hearings 
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VII 


Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
PROPOSED RULES 

18023 Radiation; protection standards; advance notice 

NOTICES 

Applications, etc,: 

18213 Chem-Nuclear Systems. Inc. 

18214 Consumers Power Co. 

Three Mile Island accident: 

18215 Extraordinary nucleor occurrence determination: 
extension of time 

Railroad Retirement Board 

RULES 

17979 Milwaukee Railroad restructuring; employment 
opportunities list procedures 

Research and Special Programs Administration, 

Transportation Department 

NOTICES 

Hazardous materials: 

18224- Applications; exemptions, renewals, etc. (2 

18225 documents) 

Securities and Exchange Commission 
RULES 

17954 Credit controls; investment companies and money 
market funds; non-interest bearing deposits 
Investment companies: 

17957 Periodic payment plan certificate holders: right of 

withdrawal notice (Form N-27F-1) 

NOTICES 

18229 Meetings: Sunshine Act 
Hearings, etc.: 

18217 D. L Babson Money Market Fund. Inc. 

18218 Intercapital Tax-Exempt Securities Inc. et al. 

18219 Investors Mutual, Inc., et al. 

18221 McDowell Enterprises, Inc. 

18222 SNG & Oil Energy Co. et al. 

Self-regulatory organizations: proposed rule 
changes: 

18221 Midwest Stock Exchange, Inc. 

Small Business Administration 
PROPOSED RULES 

18026 Small business size standards; correction 

Soil Conservation Service 
NOTICES 

Watershed projects; dcauthorization of funds: 

18041 Pennahatchee Creek Watershed, Ga. 

Surface Mining 

RULES 

17987 Abandoned mine lands reclamation program; final 
environmental impact statement; availability 

Trade Representative, Office of United States 
NOTICES 

Meetings: 

18217 Trade Policy Staff Committee 


18216 Non-rubber footwear, adjusted restraint levels 
under orderly marketing agreement with Taiwan 

Transportation Department 

See Coast Guard; Federal Aviation Administration: 
Federal Highway Administration; Federal Railroad 
Administration: National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration; Research and Special Programs 
Administration. Transportation Department. 

Treasury Department 

See Customs Service; Internal Revenue Service. 

Uniformed Services University of the Health 

Sciences 

NOTICES 

18230 Meetings; Sunshine Act 

Veterans Administration 

RULES 

Vocational rehabilitation and education: 

17996 Education loan eligibility; minimum level of 

tuition and fees 

Wage and Price Stability Council 
NOTICES 

Meetings: 

18226 Price Advisory Committee 

World Hunger, Presidential Commission on 
NOTICES 

18217 Meetings 


MEETINGS ANNOUNCED IN THIS ISSUE 


ADMINISTRATIVE CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED 
STATES 

18041 Committee on Rulemaking and Public Information. 
4-4-60 

ARTS AND HUMANITIES, NATIONAL FOUNDATION 
18207- Humanities Panel, April I960 (4 documents) 

18208 

18208 Media Arts Panel (challenge), 4-7-60 
18208 Visual Arts Panel (Building Arts), 4-9 through 
4-11-60 

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration— 

18046 Operational land remote sensing satellite program 
planning workshop, 4-21 and 4-22-80 

DEFENSE DEPARTMENT 

Air Force Department- 

18047 USAF Scientific Advisory Board Ad Hoc 
Committee on Automatic Test Equipment 4-23 and 
4-24-60 

18047 USAF Scientific Advisory Board Planning Meeting 
for the Summer Study on the Long Range Combat 
Aircraft 4-10 and 4-11-60 
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18047 USAF Scientific Advisory Board Tactical Cross* 
Matrix Panel 4-22 and 4-23-80 


FINE ARTS COMMISSION 

18046 Meeting. 4-8-80 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 

Land Management Bureau— 

18130 Outer Continental Shelf Advisory Board. North 
Atlantic Technical Working Croup. 4-15-80 
18130 Susanville District Grazing Advisory Board. 
4-22-80 

WAGE AND PRICE STABILITY COUNCIL 

18226 Price Advisory Committee. 3-28-80 

WORLD HUNGER. PRESIDENTIAL COMMISSION 

18217 Meeting. 3-31-80 


RESCHEDULED MEETING 

ARTS AND HUMANITIES. NATIONAL FOUNDATION 
18207 Humanities Panel for review of applications for 
History Program. 3-28-80 

HEARINGS 

OEFENSE DEPARTMENT 

Navy Department— 

18048 Nava! Discharge Review Board. March through 
August 1980. various locations 

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 

Federal Railroad Administration— 

18223 Signal system modifications. 3-24-80 

UNITED STATES TRADE REPRESENTATIVE OFFICE 
18217 Trade Policy Staff Committee regarding the Fifth 
and Sixth International Tin Agreements, 4-10-80 
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Federal Register 

VoL 45. No. 56 
Thursday, March 2a 1980 


Presidential Documents 


17937 


Title 3— Proclamation 4737 of March 18. 1980 

The President National Defense Transportation Day and National Transporta¬ 

tion Week, 1980 


By the President of the United States of America 
A Proclamation 

Throughout the history of the United States, our progress as a Nation has been 
closely tied to our progress in transportation. 

As the Nation grew, so did its need for mobility. In the last century this need 
was well served by expanding networks of railroads and canals. Today, the 
need is served by a broader range of systems, including motor vehicles and 
aircraft. 

The generations of men and women who pioneered these systems stand high 
in the ranks of those who made America great. 

But new demands are constantly being made on our capacity to move people 
and the goods they produce. Today’s systems must change if they are to 
handle the demographic changes and the energy problems of tomorrow. 

Once again we look to the people in our transportation industry to innovate— 
and to provide rapid, dependable, safe and efficient transportation to meet the 
needs of the future. 

Acknowledging the importance of the U.S. transportation system, the Congress 
by joint resolution of May 16. 1957 (71 Stat. 30. 36 U.S.C. 160), requested the 
President to proclaim the third Friday in May of each year as National 
Defense Transportation Day. and. by joint resolution of May 14,1962 (76 Stat. 
69, 38 U.S.C. 166), requested the President to proclaim the week on which that 
Friday falls as National Transportation Week. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I. JIMMY CARTER. President of the United States of 
America, do hereby designate Friday, May 16. 1980, as National Defense 
Transportation Day, and the week beginning May 11, 1980, as National 
Transportation Week. 

1 urge all Governors, appropriate Federal officials, transportation organiza¬ 
tions, and the people of the United States to join with the U.S. Department of 
Transportation in observing this day and week in honor of the vital role that 
the commercial transportation industry plays in our daily lives, in national 
defense, and in the future of an energy-secure America. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF. I have hereunto set my hand this eighteenth day of 
March, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and eighty, and of the 
Independence of the United States of America the two hundred and fourth. 


IFR Doc. ACM1807 
Filed 5-19-40; 1160 cm) 
Billing code 3195-OI-M 
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Presidential Documents 


Executive Order 12202 of March 18, 1980 

Nuclear Safety Oversight Committee 






By the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and statutes of 
the United States of America, and in order to establish, in accordance with the 
provisions of the Federal Advisory Committee Act. as amended (5 U.S.C. App. 
I), a committee to advise on the progress of Federal and State authorities and 
the nuclear power industry in improving the safety of nuclear power and in 
implementing the approved recommendations of the President’s Commission 
on the Accident at Three Mile Island, it is hereby ordered as follows: 

1-1. Establishment of the Committee. 

1-101. There U established the Nuclear Safety Oversight Committee. 

1-102. The membership of the Committee shall be composed of five.persons 
appointed by the President from among citizens who do not receive a salary 
from the Federal government. The President shall designate a Chairman from 
among the members of the Committee. 

1-2. Functions of the Committee. 

1 - 201 . The Committee shall periodically report to the President, the Secretary 
of Energy, and the Secretary of Health. Education, and Welfare the Commit¬ 
tee's advice on the progress being made in improving nuclear safety. The 
Committee’s report shall also advise on the progress being made in imple¬ 
menting those recommendations of the President’s Commission on the Acci¬ 
dent at Three Mile Island which were approved by the President (December 7. 
1979). 

1-202. The Committee shall advise on the extent of progress made by the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission in effecting management, substantive, and 
procedural reforms to improve safety. The Committee shall evaluate the 
recommendations of the Chairman of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
concerning the possible modification of the responsibilities of the Advisory 
Committee for Reactor Safety. 

1-203. The Committee shall advise as to whether or not the Nuclear Regula¬ 
tory Commission and the nuclear power industry are fulfilling their responsi¬ 
bilities in upgrading the capabilities and training of utility operating and 
management personnel. 

1-204. The Committee shall evaluate the progress being made in making or 
encouraging technical modifications to power reactors to improve safety, 
including improved control room design, and evaluate the Federal program in 
safety research. 

1-205. The Committee shall advise on the success of developing a coordinated 
program to improve worker and public health safety. 

1-206. The Committee shall advise on the progress of the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency in its review of State and local off-site emergency 
planning and preparedness, and evaluate the progress of State and local 
governments in establishing emergency response plans. 








ti , , uomm,,,ee sha » evaluate the progress being made in improving 
public information on nuclear safety and shall evaluate the progress P of the 
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1-208. To the extent the Committee deems it necessary to carry out its other 
functions, the Committee shall monitor the activities of Federal and State 
agencies and the nuclear power industry. 

1-209. The Committee shall enter into agreements with the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, the Department of Health. Education, and Welfare, the Depart- 
ment of Energy, the Federal Emergency Management Agency, and other 
federal agencies, as well as State agencies and the nuclear power industry on 
procedures for obtaining the information necessary to monitor their activities 
and to carry out the Committee's advisory functions. 

?k 21 °'j The Comn ? J,t , ee sha11 include in its reports the Committee’s advice as to 
the adequacy of the information it has received from Federal and State 
agencies and from the nuclear power industry; and. its assessment of the 
cooperation it has received from them. 

1-211. The Committee shall prepare and transmit to the President, as soon as 
possible, a report on the progress of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and 
or the nuclear utilities in upgrading the selection criteria and the training of 
uUhty operating personnel. The Committee shall report to the President its 
other findings, evaluations, and recommendations from time to time as it 
deems appropriate, but in any event, at least once a year. 

1-3. Administrative Provisions. 

1-301. The Chairman of the Committee is authorized to appoint and fix the 
compensation of a staff of such persons as may be necessary to discharge the 
Committee s responsibilities, subject to the applicable provisions of law. 
ncluding the Federal Advisory Committee Act. as amended, and Tide 5 of the 
United States Code. 

1-302. To the extent authorized by law and requested by the Chairman of the 
Committee, the General Services Administration shall provide the Committee 
with necessary admini8trative services, facilities, and support on a reimburs- 


1_ j 0 ?;, 1 ! 6 De P a ? men , t of Energy and the Department of Health. Education, 
and Welfare shall, to the extent permitted by law and subject to the availabil¬ 
ity of funds, provide the Committee with such facilities, support, funds and 
services, as may be necessary for the effective performance of the Commit- 
tee s functions. 

1-304. The Committee may request any Executive agency to furnish such 
lnlormation. advice or assistance it deems necessary to carry out its functions. 
Each agency shall, to the extent permitted by law and subject to the availabil¬ 
ity of funds, furnish the information, advice or assistance requested by the 
Chairman of the Committee. 

1-305. Each member of the Committee may receive compensation at the 
maximum rate now or hereafter prescribed by law for each day such member 
is engaged in the work of the Committee (5 U.S.C. 3109 and rules pursuant to 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act. as amended). Each member may also 
receive travel expenses, including per diem in lieu of subsistence (5 U.S.C. 
5702 and 5703). 




Federal Register / Vol. 45. No. 56 / Thursday. March 20. 1980 / Presidential Documents 17941 


1-4. General Provisions. 

1-401. The functions of the President under the Federal Advisory Committee 
Act. as amended, which are applicable to the Committee, except that of 
reporting annually to the Congress, shall be performed by the Administrator of 
General Services. 

1-402. The Committee shall terminate on September 30,1980. 


THE WHITE HOUSE. 
March 18. 1980. 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural Marketing Service 
7 CFR Part 907 

(Navel Orange Reg. 4S5; Navel Orange Reg. 
484. Arndt 1) 

Navel Oranges Grown in Arizona and 
Designated Part of California; 

Limitation of Handling 

agency: Agricultural Marketing Service, 
USDA. 

action: Final rule. _ 

summary: This action establishes the 
quantity of fresh California*Arizona 
navel oranges that may be shipped to 
market during the period March 21-27, 
1960, and increases the quantity of such 
oranges that may be so shipped during 
the period March 14-20.1980. Such 
action is needed to provide for orderly 
marketing of fresh navel oranges for the 
periods specified due to the marketing 
situation confronting the orange 
industry. 

oates: This regulation becomes 
effective March 21,1980, and the 
amendment is effective for the period 
March 14-20, 1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Malvin E. McGaha. ( 202 ) 447-5975. 
supplementary information: Findings. 
This regulation and amendment are 
issued under the marketing agreement, 
as amended, and Order No. 907. as 
amended (7 CFR Part 907), regulating the 
handling of navel oranges grown in 
Arizona and designated part of 
California. The agreement and order are 
effective under the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, a9 
amended (7 U.S.C. 801-074). The action 
is based upon the recommendations and 


Information submitted by the Navel 
Orange Administrative Committee and 
upon other available information. It is 
hereby found that this action will tend 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act. 

This action is consistent with the 
marketing policy for 1979-80 which was 
designated significant under the 
procedures of Executive Order 12044. 

The marketing policy was recommended 
by the committee following discussion 
at a public meeting on October 30,1979. 
A final impact analysis on the marketing 
policy is available from Malvin E. 
McGaha. Chief. Fruit Branch. F&V, 

AMS. USDA, Washington. D.C. 2025a 
telephone 202-447-5975. 

Tne committee met again publicly on 
March 18,1980 at Los Angeles, 
California, to consider the current and 
prospective conditions of supply and 
demand and recommended a quantity of 
navel oranges deemed advisable to be 
handled during the specified weeks. The 
committee reports the demand for navel 
oranges continues to be very active. 

It is further found that there is 
insufficient time between the date when 
information became available upon 
which this regulation and amendment 
are based and when the actions must be 
taken to warrant a 60 day comment 
period as recommended in E.0.12044, 
and that it is impracticable and contrary 
to the public interest to give preliminary 
notice, engage in public rulemaking and 
postpone the effective date until 30 days 
after publication in the Federal Register 
(5 U.S.C. 553). and the amendment 
relieves restrictions on the handling of 
navel oranges. It is necessary to 
effectuate the declared purposes of the 
act to make these regulatory provisions 
effective as specified, and handlers have 
been apprised of such provisions and 
the effective time. 

( 907.785 Navel Orange Regulation 485. 

Order, (a) The quantities of navel 
oranges grown in Arizona and 
California which may be handled during 
the period March 21,1980. through 
March 27.1980, arc established as 
follows: 

( 1 ) District 1:1.501,000 cartons; 

(2) District 2:149.000 cartons: 

( 3 ) District 3: Unlimited cartons; 

(4) District 4: Unlimited cartons. 

(b) As used in this section, “handle,** 


•‘District 1 .** "District IT "District 3," 
"District 4" and "carton" mean the same 
as defined in the marketing order. 

Paragraph (a) in $ 907.784 Navel 
Orange Regulation 484. (45 FR 18185). Is 
hereby amended to read: 

{907.784 Navel Orange Regulation 484, 

(a) • # # 

( 1 ) District 1:1,501,000 cartons; 

( 2 ) District 2:149,000 cartons; 

( 3 ) District 3: Unlimited cartons; 

( 4 ) District 4: Unlimited cartons. 

(Secs. 1-19,48 StaL 31. as amended; 7 U.S.C 
601-674) 

Dated: March 19.1980. 

D. S. KurylotkL 

Deputy Director, Fruit and Vegetable 
Division, Agricultural Marketing Service. 

(TR Doc. SO-MiO FlWd S-IS-SOi ll* am) 
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7 CFR Part 908 
(Valencia Orange Reg. 637) 

Valencia Oranges Grown In Arizona 
and Designated Part of California; 
Limitation of Handling 

agency: Agricultural Marketing Service, 
USDA. 

action: Final rule. __ 

summary: This regulation establishes 
the quantity of fresh California*Arizona 
Valencia oranges that may be shipped 
to market during the period March 21— 
27,1980. Such action is needed to 
provide for orderly marketing of fresh 
Valencia oranges for this period due to 
the marketing situation confronting the 
orange industry. 
effective date: March 21.1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Malvin E. McGaha. 202-447-5975. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Finding. 

This regulation is issued under the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 908. as amended (7 CFR Part 
908], regulating the handling of Valencia 
oranges grown In Arizona and 
designated part of California. The 
agreement and order are effective under 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 001 - 
674). The action is based upon the 
recommendations and information 
submitted by the Valencia Orange 
Administrative Committee and upon 
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other available information, it is hereby 
found that the action will tend to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act 
This action is consistent with the 
marketing policy for 1979-80 which was 
designated significant under the 
procedures of Executive Order 12044. 
The marketing policy was recommended 
by the committee following discussion 
at a public meeting on January 22.1880. 
A final impact analysis on the marketing 
policy is available from Malvin EL 
McGaha, Chief. Fruit Branch. F&V. 

AMS. USDA. Washington, D.C. 20250, 
telephone 202-447-5875. 

The committee met again publicly on 
March 18,1980 at Los Angeles. 
California, to consider the current and 
prospective conditions of supply and 
demand and recommended a quantity of 
Valencia oranges deemed advisable to 
be handled during the specified week. 
The committee reports the demand for 
Valencia oranges continues to improve. 

It is further found that there is 
insufficient time between the date when 
information became available upon 
which this regulation is based and when 
the action must be taken to warrant a 
80-day comment period as 
recommended in E.0.12044, and that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary 
notice, engage in public rulemaking, and 
postpone the effective date until 30 days 
after publication in the Federal Register 
(5 U.S.C. 533). It is necessary to 
effectuate the declared purposes of the 
act to make these regulatory provisions 
effective as specified, and handlers have 
been apprised of such provisions and 
the effective time. 

5908.937 Valencia Orange Regulation 

837. 

Order, (a) The quantities of Valencia 
oranges grown in Arizona and 
California which may be handled during 
the period through March 27.1980. are 
established as follows: 

(1) District 1: Unlimited: 

(2) District 2: Unlimited: 

(3) District 3:170,000 cartons. 

(b) As used in this section, “handled," 
••District 1." “District 2." “District 3," 
and “carton" mean the same as defined 
in the marketing order. 

(Secs. 1-19.48 Stat. 31. as amended: 7 U.&G 
601-874) 

Dated: March 19. 1980. 

D. S. Kuryloski. 

Deputy Director. Fruit and Vegetable 
Division . Agricultural Marketing Service. 

(7* Doc 00-0815 nw S-lMOl 11 40 un] 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Federal Aviation Administration 
14 CFR Part 39 

(Docket No. 71-WE-28-AD; Arndt 38-3716] 

Airworthiness Directives: McDonnell 
Douglas Model DC-9 and C-9 Series 
Airplanes 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) DOT. 

ACTION: Final rule._ 

summary: This amendment supersedes 
airworthiness directive (AD) 72-02-03. 
This amendment expands the 
applicability and modifies the 
instructions for inspections, rework, and 
replacement of the main landing gear 
attach fittings. This AD is necessary to 
detect and prevent fitting failure. 
date: Effective April 24,1980. 

Compliance schedule—as prescribed 
in the body of the AD. 
addresses: The applicable service 
information may be obtained from: 

McDonnell Douglas Corporation. 3855 
take wood Boulevard. Long Beach. 
California 90848. Attention: Director of 
Publications and Training Cl-750 (54-60) 

Alao. a copy of the service 
information may be reviewed at. or a 
copy obtained from: 

Rules Docket in Room 916, FAA. 800 
Independence Avenue. S.W.. Washington. 
D.C 20591. or 

Rules Docket in Room 8W14. FAA Western 
Region, 15000 Aviation Boulevard. 
Hawthorne, California 90281. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Kyle L Olsen. Executive Secretary, 
Airworthiness Directive Review Board, 
Federal Aviation Administration, 

Western Region, P.O. Box 92007, World 
Way Postal Center. Los Angeles, 
California 90009. Telephone: (213) 530- 
6351. 

supplementary information: A Notice 
of Proposed Rule Making was issued In 
the Federal Register of September 17, 

1979 (44 FR 53754) which proposed to 
supersede AD 72-02-03 (Amendment 
39-1378). Interested persons have been 
afforded an opportunity to participate in 
the making of this amendment and due 
consideration has been given to all 
comments received. 

One commenter indicated that if 
Service Bulletins 57-78. 57-88, 57-88, 
and 57-101 have been accomplished and 
no new cracks were detected, 
compliance with the proposed new rule 
should not be required. The FAA does 
not agree. The cracks have been 
detected in fitting locations and on 
airplanes, other than as specified in the 


bulletins, and further the FAA has 
determined that the existing dye 
penetrant inspection method is not 
adequate to detect small cracks in 
critical areas. This new rule provides for 
additional inspection methods: identifies 
the new crack locations, and additional 
airplane applicability; and permits 
terminating action only upon 
replacement of a 7079-70 fitting with a 
fitting made from 7075-T73 heat treated 
material. Therefore, unless atl fittings 
have been replaced with 7075-T73 
fittings, compliance with this 
amendment it required. 

One commenter noted that the 
magnitude of the problem does not 
warrant an initial inspection within 
1,000 hours time in service or 125 
calendar days, and recommended an 
initial inspection within 2.500 hours time 
in service to fit in with the major 
maintenance check. The FAA does not 
agree. Subsquent to the issuance of AD 
72-02-03, there have been reports of 
other significant types of failures of the 
main tanding gear attach fitting. In one 
recent case, an operator experienced 
complete failure of the fitting and local 
structural damage to the wing. The 
failure was attributed to a combination 
of high load during a rejected takeoff 
and an existing crack that was not 
detected during the previous inspection 
by the dye penetrant method currently 
required. Failure was found when wing 
sag was noticed during preparation for 
loading for the next flight. Therefore, 
based on the FAA comments put forth in 
response to the preceding commenter 
and since the FAA has determined that 
this type of failure could exist or 
develop on other DC-9 airplanes, the 
rule as adopted requires an intitial 
inspection within 1,000 hours time in 
service or 125 calendar days. 

One commenter noted that the 
proposed rule did not provide relief for 
previous inspections accomplished in 
accordance with AD-72-02-03 or 
equivalent inspections. Subsequent 
discussions with the operator indicated 
that paragraph (j) of the proposed rule 
gave relief for the “rework" only. The 
FAA agrees in part The FAA did not 
intend to restrict credit to “rework" per 
se and the rule as adopted adds 
clarifying language which provides relief 
for those operators. 

Three commenters expressed concern 
that the inspections per Option Z Phase 
L including Table L figure 1. will require 
the removal of all bolts and 
recommended that the bolts be removed 
only upon a crack indication. During 
subsequent discussions with these 
commenters, the FAA advised that only 
a specific number of bolts should be 
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removed Consequently, the FAA has 
determined based on these discussions, 
that the instructions for bolt removal 
needs further clarification and the rule 
as adopted identifies the specific bolts 
to be removed 

One commenter stated that the eddy 
current and ultrasonic inspections 
procedures outlined in Service Bulletin 
57-125, Revision 2 , are inadequate. The 
instructions “to scan" are too general 
and should be more specific In 
determining the location of the crack(s) 
to be inspected. The FAA does not 
agree. Although certain cracks are 
originating at bolt holes, they do not 
originate at the same point in the hole or 
counterborc, nor propagate in a specific 
pattern and direction. Therefore, the 
FAA considers the instructions in the 
service bulletin to adequately define the 
location of the crack(s) to be inspected. 

One commenter offered no objections 
to the proposed rule. 

Adoption of the Amendment 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
Section 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is 
amended, by adding the following new 
airworthiness directive: 

McDonnell Douglas: Applies to Model DC- 
9 and C-9 series airplanes, fuselage numbers 
(F/Ns) 1 through 742, inclusive, which 
correspond to the factory serial numbers 
listed in Douglas Service Bulletin No. 57-125. 
Revision 2. dated August 24,1979. Hereinafter 
referred to as SB 57-125, Revision 2. 

Compliance required as indicated. 

To detect cracks and prevent failure on the 
main landing gear attach fittings, part 
numbers (P/Ns) 591125B. 5919289. and 
5924841. accomplish the following: 

(a) Within the next 1,000 hours' time in 
service or 125 calendar days, whichever 
cornea first, after the effective date of this 
AD. for fittings on airplanes F/N1 through 
414 which have not been shotpeened and tha 
spot faces have not been sealed, and unless 
already accomplished, inspect the fittings per 
Option 2, Phase L Figure 1 of SB 57-125. 
Revision 2. 

(b) Within the next 3,200 hours' time In 
service or 375 calendar days, whichever 
comes first, after the effective date of this 
AD. for airplanes F/N 415 through 855, and 
for airplanes F/N 1 through 414, which have 
been shotpeened per AD 72-02-03, but the 
spot faces have not been sealed, and for 
those which have existing approved treated 
crack or approved crack rework, inspect tha 
fittings per Option 2. Phase I. Figure 1 of SB 
57-125. Revision 2. 

(c) Within the next 0,400 hours' time in 
service or 750 calendar days, whichever 
comes first after the effective date of this 
AD. for airplanes F/N 856 through 742, and 
for airplanes P/N1 through 855. with 


uncracked fittings which have been 
shotpeened per AD-72-02-03, and the spot 
face Is sealed per McDonnell Douglas DC-9 
Service Bulletin 57-101. Inspect the fittings 
per Option 2, Phase L Figure 1 of SB 57-125, 
Revision 2 

Note (1). —The Table and General Note 2 
of the accomplishment instructions of SB 57- 
125, Revision 2. cover the schedules of 
paragraphs (a), (b). and (c). 

Note (2).—The Initial and repetitive 
inspections per Option 2, Phase L require 
only five (5) bolts to be removed (Ref: Crack 
Locations 2.9,11. and 18, View "G-G." page 
28. SB 57-125. Revision 2.) 

(d) If cracks are found during the 
inspections of paragraphs (a), (b) or (c) in 
areas identified as Crack Locations 1.3,4,8. 
and 19. which do not extend beyond the 
limits given in General Note 11 of the 
accomplishment Instructions of SB 57-125, 
Revision 2. before further flight: 

(1) Replace the fittings per Option 1 of SB 
57-125, Revision 2; or 

(2) Treat tha cracks per Phases IV through 
VU of the accomplishment instructions in SB 
57-125. Revision 2. and reinspect the fittings 
per Option 2. Phase l Figure 1 of SB 57-125, 
Revision 2, at intervals not to exceed 3.200 
hours' time in service or 375 calendar days, 
whichever occurs first 

(e) If cracks are found during the 
inspections of paragraphs (a), (b) or (c) which 
meet any of conditions of General Note 12 of 
the accomplishment instructions of SB 57- 
125. Revision 2. before further flight replace 
the fittings per Option 1 of the service 
bulletin. 

(f) If cracks are found during tha 
inspections of paragraphs (a), (b) or (c) In 
areas identified as Crack Locations 8,11.13, 
14. and 15 which are less than 1Vk inches long 
and can be removed per the instructions on 
General Nota 12B of SB 57-125, Revision 2, or 
cracks in areas identified as Crack Locations 
5 and 12 which are less than 1 Vfc inches, or 
cracks in Location 17 which are last than Vfr 
inch long, which can be removed per the 
instructions of General Note 1213 of SB 57- 
125, Revision 2. before further flight* 

(1) Replace the fitting per Option 1 of SB 
57-125. Revision 2; or 

(2) Rework cracks per General Notes 12.B 
or 12J). as applicable, of accomplishment 
Instructions of SB 57-125. Revision 2. and 
reinspect the fitting per Option 2. Phase L 
Figure 1 of SB 57-125, Revision 2. at intervals 
not to exceed 3.200 hours' time in service or 
375 calendar days, whichever comes first 

(g) For fittings which have been inspected 
per paragraphs (a), (b) or (c), and which have 
not been modified per SB 57-125. Revision 2. 
Phase II or Phase QL or by an equivalent 
modification: 

(1) Replace the fitting per Option 1 of SB 
57-125. Revision 2; or 

(2) If no cracks are found, reinapect the 
fitting per Option 2. Phase L Figure 1 of SB 
57-125. Revision 2. at intervals not to exceed 
3200 hours' time in service or 375 calendar 
days, whichever comes first or 

(3) If no reworked cracks exist and/or no 
new cracks are found, and the preventative 
ahotpeen and anti-corrosion rework of AD 
72-02-03 has been accomplished, and the 


spot faces have been sealed in production or 
per SB 57-101. reinspect the fitting per Option 
2. Phase L Figure 1 of SB 57-125. Revision 2. 
at intervals not to exceed 6.400 hours' time in 
service or 750 calendar days, whichever 
comes first or 

(4) If no reworked cracks exist and/or no 
new cracks are found, accomplish the 
preventative modification per Option 2. 

Phase II of SB 57-125. Revision 2. and 
reinspect the fitting per Option 2. Phase L 
Figure 1 of SB 57-125, Revision 2. at intervals 
not to exceed 8,400 hours' time In service or 
750 calendar days, whichever comes first or 

(5) If no reworked cracks exist and/or no 
new cracks sre found, accomplish the 
preventative modification per Option 2, 

Phase m of SB 57-125. Revision 2. and 
reinspect the fitting per Option 2. Phase L 
Figure 1 of SB 57-125. Revision 2. at intervals 
not to exceed 9,800 hours' time in service or 
1,125 calendar days, whichever comes first. 

(h) If cracks are found In locations in the 
fitting other than those identified in SB 57- 
125, Revision 2 before further flight replace 
the fitting per Option 1 of SB 57-125, Revision 
2 or rework in a manner approved by the 
Chief. Aircraft Engineering Division. FAA 
Western Region. 

(i) The requirements of this AD may be 
discontinued upon replacement of the 
existing 7079-T8 fitting with a new 7075-T73 
fitting per Option 1 of SB 57-125, Revision 2 

(j) Accomplishment of any portion of the 
inspections, treatments, rework or 
modifications authorized in McDonnell 
Douglas DC-9 Service Bulletins 57-76. 57-88. 
57-88, and 57-101 required by AD 72-02-03, 
and which are also outlined In SB 57-125, 
msy be considered as equivalent to that 
requirement of this AD. 

(k) Special flight permits may be Issued in 
accordance with PAR 21.197 and 21.199 to 
operate airplanes to • base for the 
accomplishment of inspections required by 
this AD. 

(l) Alternative inspections, modifications or 
other actions which provide an equivalent 
level of safety may be used when approved 
by tha Chief. Aircraft Engineering Division. 
FAA Western Region. 

(m) Upon request of operator, an FAA 
maintenance inspector, subject to prior 
approval of the Chief. Aircraft Engineering 
Division. FAA Western Region may adjust 
the initial and repetitive inspection intervals 
specified in this AD to permit compliance at 
an established Inspection period of the 
operator If the request contains 
substantiating data to justify the Increase for 
that operator. 

This supersedes amendment 39-1378 
as amended by amendments 39-1399, 
39-1766 and 39-3128 (AD 72-02-03). 

This amendment becomes effective 

April 24.198a 

(Secs. 313(a). 801. and 003. Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.&C, 1354(a), 
1421, and 1423); Sac. 8(c) Department of 
Transportation Ac! (49 US.C. 1656(c)): and 14 
CFR 11-89) 
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Issued in Los Angeles. California on March 
S. 1980 
W. Ft Frehsc, 

Acting Director. FAA Western Region. 

(Fit Doc. wau FUad S-1S-8Q B 45 an] 
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14 CFR Part 39 

(Doc. No. 80-CE-3-AD; Arndt 39-3713) 

Airworthiness Directives; Cessna 
Models 150M t A150M, 152, A152, 172N 
and R172K Airplanes 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: This Amendment adopts a 
new Airworthiness Directive (AD) that 
requires modification of the wing flap 
position preselect follow-up system on 
certain Cessna Models 150M. A150M. 
152, A152.172N and R172K airplanes. 
This AD is needed to prevent a possible 
failure which can result in sudden 
unexpected retraction of one wing flap, 
thereby creating possible unsafe 
conditions. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: April 21. 198a 
compliance: Required as indicated in 
the body of the AD. 

ADORESSES: Cessna Single Engine 
Customer Care Service Information 
Letters SE79-18 and SE79-16 
(Supplement #1) and Cessna Service Kit 
Instructions Number SK172-60A. dated 
May 3,1979, applicable to this AD, may 
be obtained from Cessna Aircraft 
Company, Marketing Division, 

Attention: Customer Service 
Department, Wichita, Kansas 67201; 
Telephone (316) 685-9111. Copies of the 
service letters and the service kit 
instructions are contained in the Rules 
Docket, Office of the Regional Counsel. 
Room 1558, 601 East 12th Street. Kansas 
City, Missouri 64106 and at Room 916, 
800 Independence Avenue. S.W., 
Washington. D.C. 20591. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT! 
Douglas W. Haig, Aerospace Engineer. 
Engineering and Manufacturing District 
Office #43, Room 238, Mid-Continent 
Airport, Wichita. Kansas 67209, 
Telephone (316) 942-4219. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
February 4.1980, the FAA proposed to 
amend Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR Part 39) by adding a 
new AD applicable to certain Cessna 
Models 150M, A150M, 152, A152.172N 
and R172K airplanes (45 FR 7557, 7558). 
The proposal would require 
modification of the wing flap position 
preselect follow-up system on the above 
noted airplanes. Interested persons were 


invited to participate in the proposed 
rule making by submitting written 
comments on the proposal to the FAA. 
No comments to the docket were 
received. 

Seven reports showing broken direct 
flap cables and ten reports showing 
frayed direct flap cables on certain 
Cessna 150,152 and 172 series airplanes 
have been received. Failure of the direct 
flap cable results in sudden unexpected 
retraction of the left wing flap while the 
right flap stay s down. This condition has 
a sudden adverse effect on airplane 
controllability. It has been demonstrated 
by flight test that the affected models of 
airplanes can be flown with one wing 
flap retracted. However, the dynamic 
efTect of sudden retraction of one wing 
flap has not been tested. In addition, the 
affected airplanes are often flown by 
student and low time pilots who may 
not be able to successfully cope with 
sudden retraction of one wing flap. 
Failure of the direct flap cable is due to 
fatigue caused by bending stresses 
introduced into the cable at the point 
where the flap position preselect follow¬ 
up cable is clamped to the direct flap 
cable. Cessna has now issued Cessna 
Single Engine Customer Care Service 
Information Letters Number SE79-16 
and SE79-16 (Supplement #1) and 
Service Kit SK172-80A making available 
hardware and instructions for 
installation of a new improved wing flap 
position preselect follow-up cable clamp 
on the direct flap cable. The new 
preselect cable clamp is designed to 
perform its function without inducing 
fatigue type bending stresses into the 
flap direct cable. This ml] eliminate the 
unsafe condition resulting from fatigue 
failure of the direct flap cable caused by 
the original configuration preselect 
cable damp. Since this condition is 
likely to exist or develop on other 
airplanes of the same type design, an 
AD is being issued, as proposed in the 
Notice, requiring installation of the new 
flap position preselect follow-up cable 
clamp in accordance with instructions in 
Cessna Service Information Letters 
SE79-16 and SE79-16 (Supplement #1} 
and Cessna Service Kit SK172-60A on 
certain serial numbers of Cessna Models 
150M. A150M, 152. A152.172N and 
R172K airplanes. 

Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, the FAA proposed to 
emend { 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) by 
adding the following new airworthiness 
directive: 

CESSNA: Applies to the following models 
and ferial number airplanes certificated 
in all categories: 


Models and Serial Numbers 
150M. 15078506 through 15079405. 

A150M: A1500685 through A1500734, 

152:15279406 through 15283354. 

A152: A1500433, A1520735 through A1S20687, 
172N: 17281445,17267585 through 17272447. 
R172K: Rl722000 through R1723127. 

Compliance: Required as indicated unless 
already accomplished. To assure continued 
structural integrity of the wing flap direct 
cable, thereby preventing possible sudden 
unexpected retraction of the left wing flap 
accomplished the following: 

(A) Prior to or upon accumulation of 1000 
hours time-in-service for airplanes with less 
than 600 hours time-in-service on the 
effective date of this AD or within the next 
100 hours time-in-service after the effective 
date of this AD for airplanes having 900 hours 
or more time-in-service on the effective date 
of this AD: 

Install a new Cessna Pari Number 0560037- 
1 flap follow-up cable damp and assodated 
hardware in accordance with instructions In 
Cessna Single Engine Customer Care Service 
Information Letters SE79-16 and SE79-16 
(Supplement #1) and Cessna Service Kit 
SK172-60A dated May 3.1979. 

(B) A spedal flight permit, in accordance 
with FAR 21.197. is permitted for the purpose 
of moving affected airplanes to a location 
where the modification required by this AD 
can be accomplished. 

(C) Any equivalent means of compliance 
with this AD must be approved by the Chief, 
Engineering and Manufacturing District 
Office #43, Wichita, Kansas. Telephone (316) 
942-4219. 

This amendment becomes effective 
April 21.1980. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601 and 603 of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended. (49 U.S.C 
1354(a), 1421 and 1423); Sec 6(c) Department 
of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421 
and 1423); Sec. 6(c) Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C 1655(c)); Sec 
11.89 of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 
CFR Sec. 11.89)) 

Note.—The PAA has determined that this 
document involves a proposed regulation 
which is not significant under Executive 
Order 12044, as implemented by Department 
of Transportation Regulatory Policies and 
Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 28,1979). 

A copy of the evaluation prepared for this 
document is contained In the docket. A copy 
of it may be obtained by writing to Federal 
Aviation Administration. Central Region. 
Office of theReglona) Counsel. ACE-7, Attn: 
Rules Docket Cledt, Docket No. 80-CE-3-AD, 
601 East 12th Street Kansas City. Missouri 
64106, Telephone (816) 374-5446. 

Issued in Kansas City. Missouri on March 
6,1980. 

John E. Shaw, 

Acting Director. Central Region. 

(FR Doc B0-B29S Rt*d S-lO-BOt B4S mb) 
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14 CFR Part 39 

I Doc. NO. eO-N€-1: Arndt 39-3717) 

Airworthiness Directives; Sikorsky S- 
76A Helicopters, Serial Numbers 76005 
Through 76007 and 760001 Through 
760037 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
action: Final rule._ 

summary: This amendment amends an 
existing Airworthiness Directive (AD) 
3(1-3660 applicable to Sikorsky S-76A 
helicopters, serial numbers 76005 
through 76007 and 760001 through 
760037, by providing an alternate means 
of compliance. The amendment is 
needed In order to allow an alternate 
means of compliance. 
oates: Effective March 10,1980. 
Compliance schedule—as prescribed in 
body of AD. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Edward W. Maila, Airframe Section, 
Engineering and Manufacturing Branch. 
Flight Standards Division, Federal 
Aviation Administration, New England 
Region, 12 New England Executive Park. 
Burlington, Massachusetts 01803; 
telephone: (617) 273-7329. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
amendment amends Amendment 39- 
3669 (45 FR 3252). AD 80-02-10. which 
currently requires reinforcement of the 
engine air inlet cowl doors and addition 
of safety straps over attachment latch 
handles on Sikorsky S-78 helicopters, 
serial numbers 76005 through 76007 and 
760001 through 760037 engine air inlet 
cowl doors. 

After issuing Amendment 39-3669, the 
FAA has determined that alternate 
means of compliance are possible. 
Therefore, the FAA is amending 
Amendment 39-3669 by providing for an 
alternate means of compliance. 

Since this amendment provides for an 
alternate means of compliance and 
imposes no additional burden on any 
person, notice and public procedure 
hereon are unnecessary, and good cause 
exists for making the amendment 
effective In less than 30 days. 

Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator. 
Section 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) Is 
amended by amending Amendment 39- 
3669 (45 FR 3252), (AD 80-02-10) as 
follows: 

Add the following paragraph after 
drawing and engineering order listing— 

‘ Equivalent modifications may be 
approved by the Chief. Engineering and 


Manufacturing Branch. FAA. New England 
Region." 

This amendment becomes effective 
immediately. 

(Secs. 313(a). 601. and 603. Federal Aviation 
Act of 1956, as amended. (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 
1421. and 1423); Sec 6(c). Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.SC. 1655(c)); 14 
CFR 11.69) 

Note.—The FAA had determined that this 
document involves s regulation which is not 
considered to be significant under the 
provisions of Executive Order 12044, as 
implemented by Department of 
Transportation Regulatory Policies and 
Procedures (44 FR 11034. February 26.1979). 
As this amendment merely provides for an 
alternate means of accomplishing the 
requirements of AD 60-02-10. no additional 
regulatory evaluation other than that 
prepared for AD 80-02-10 is required 

Issued In Burlington. Massachusetts, on 
March 10,1980. 

Robert E. Whittington. 

Director, New England Region. 

|FS Doc SO-S29S Filed VIS-0O S&4S aoi) 

S0JL1N0 COOC 4SW-1S-N 


14 CFR Part 71 

(Airspace Docket No. 79-BM-18] 

Alteration of Federal Airways; 

Montana 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA). DOT. 
action: Final rule._ 

summary: This amendment realigns a 
segment of V -2 airway between Helena, 
Mont., and Livingston. Mont., to bypass 
Bozeman, Mont., and renumbers the 
present segment of this airway as a 
south alternate. This action reduces the 
distance between Helena and 
Livingston. Air traffic congestion at 
Bozeman is thereby reduced. 
effective date: May 15.1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Everett L McKisson. Airspace 
Regulations Branch (AAT-230). 

Airspace and Air Traffic Rules Division, 
Air Traffic Service, Federal Aviation 
Administration. 800 Independence 
Avenue. SW., Washington. D. C. 20591; 
telephone: (202) 426-3715. 
supplementary information: 

History 

On January 28,1980. the FAA 
proposed to amend Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
Part 71) to realign a segment of V -2 
airway in Montana and renumber the 
present segment of this airway as an 
alternate airway (45 FR 6400). Interested 
persons were invited to participate in 
the rulemaking proceeding by submitting 


written comments on the proposal to the 
FAA. The comment received expressed 
no objection. Section 71.123 of Part 71 
was republished in the Federal Register 
on )anuary 2,1980 (45 FR 307). This 
amendment is the same as that 
proposed in the notice. 

The Rule 

This amendment to Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
Part 71) realigns a segment of V -2 
airway from Helena to Livingston via 
the INT of Helena 119T(100 J M) and 
Livingston 322T(304*M) radials and 
redesignates the present alignment of V- 
2 as V- 2 S for the segment from Helena 
to Livingston via Bozeman. This action 
contributes to the reduction in fuel 
consumption by reducing the congestion 
(rerouting, vectoring and holding) in the 
Bozeman area and by reducing the 
airway distance between Helena and 
Livingston. 

Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 

§ 71.123 of Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) as 
republished (45 FR 307) is amended, 
effective 0901 GMT. May 15, I960, as 
follows: 

Under V-2: "Helena. Mont.; INT Helena 
119* and Bozeman. MonL. 338* radials: 
Bozeman; INT Bozeman 128* and Livingston, 
MonL. 261* radials; Livingston;” is deleted 
and "Helena. MonL; INT Helena 119* and 
Livingston. Mont.. 322* radials: Livingston, 
including a south alternate from Helena via 
the INT Helena 119* and Bozeman MonU 
338* radials; Bozeman; INT Bozeman 128* and 
Livingston. 281* radials;” is substituted 
therefor. 

(Sect. 307(a) and 313(a), Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958 (49 U.S.C 1348(a) and 1354(a)): Sen 
6(c). Department of Transportation Act (49 
U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.69) 

Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
document involves a regulation which is not 
significant under Executive Order 12044. as 
implemented by DOT Regulatory Policies and 
Procedures (44 FR 11034: February 28,1979). 
Since this regulatory action involves an 
established body of technical requirements 
for which frequent and routine amendments 
are necessary to keep them operationally 
current and promote safe flight opera dons, 
the anticipated impact is so minimal that this 
action does not warrant preparation of a 
regulatory evaluation. 

Issued in Washington. D C. on March 12, 
1960. 

William E. Broadwater. 

Chief, Airspace and Air Traffic Rules 
Division . 
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14 CFR Part 71 

(Airspace Docket No. 79-ANW-4] 

Alteration of Transition Area; McCall, 
Idaho 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA). DOT. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: This amendment alters the 
9.500-foot transition area at McCall 
Idaho, to provide controlled airspace for 
aircraft holding northwest of McCall. 
Idaho, VORTAC. Recent changes to 
holding procedures at McCall VORTAC 
lowered the holding pattern from 10,000 
feet to 9,500 feet MSL, necessitating 
lowering the floor of controlled airspace 
by 300 feet 

EFFECTIVE OATH May 15.1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 

Robert L Brown. Operations, 

Procedures and Airspace Branch. Air 
Traffic Division. ANW-330, Federal 
Aviation Administration. Northwest 
Region. FAA Building. Boeing Field. 
Seattle, Washington 98108; telephone 
(206) 767-2610. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

History 

On January 10. 198a the FAA 
published for comment a Notice of 
proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) to alter 
the 9,500-foot transition area at McCall, 
Idaho (45 FR 3918). The sole responder 
interposed no objection to the proposal. 

Rule 

This amendment to Subpart G of Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(FAR’s) amends the 9.500-foot transition 
area at McCall. Idaho. This action is 
necessary to provide controlled airspace 
for aircraft holding northwest of the 
McCall. Idaho. VORTAC 

Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
Subpart G of Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) as 
republished (45 FR 445) is amended 
effective 0901 G.M.T.. May 15,1980, as 
follows: § 71.181. McCall, Idaho is 
amended as follows: 

Delete.9.500 feet MSL". on line one 

end replace with "* * * 1.200 feel above the 
surface'*. 

(Sec. 307(A). Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 
U.S.C 1348(A)): and Sec. 8(c). Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c): and (14 
CFR 11.66) 

Note.—The Federal Aviation 
Administration has determined that this 
document involves a regulation which is not 
significant under Executive Order 12044. as 
implemented by DOT Regulatory Policies and 


Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 26.1979). 
Since this regulatory action involves an 
established body of technical requirements 
for which frequent and routine amendments 
are necessary to keep them operationally 
current and promote safe flight operations, 
the anticipated impact is so minimal that this 
action does not warrant preparation of a 
regulatory evaluation. 

Issued in Seattle. Washington. March 11, 
1980. 

C B. Walk. Jr., 

Director. Northwest Region. 

[FR Doc SO-4207 PlWd S-l»eOc *46 ta) 
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14 CFR Part 71 

(Airspace Docket No. 78-EA-60) 

Alteration of Transition Areas and 
Revocation of Control Areas; New 
York 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
action: Final rule. _ 

summary: This amendment alters three 
transition areas and revokes four 
control areas in the New York. N.Y. 
Oceanic Area. The New York Ocean 
Modernization Plan was implemented in 
1978 and resulted in some overlaps with 
dual designation of airspace. This 
amendment eliminates these dual 
designations. 

EFFECTIVE OATH May 15, 1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT 

Lewis W. Still, Airspace Regulations 
Branch (AAT-230). Airspace and Air 
Traffic Rules Division, Air Traffic 
Service, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C 20591; 
telephone: (202) 426-8525. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

History 

On November 1.1979. the FAA 
proposed to amend Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
Part 71) to revoke Control Areas 1145, 
1147,1148 and 1169, and alter the 
Bamegat. N.J. Control Area, the 
Riverhead. N.Y., New Jersey and 
Nantucket Transition Areas (44 FR 
62908). When the Ocean Modernization 
Plan was implemented, the FAA 
acknowledged there were several 
parcels of airspace that would be 
encompassed in other airspace 
designations. The plan has been in 
effect since May 10,1978. and we now 
are deleting existing duplicated 
airspace. This amendment eliminates 
airspace areas now incorporated under 
other airspace designations. No adverse 
comments were received objecting to 


the proposal. However, minor 
geographical coordination adjustments 
to Nantucket Transition Area and the 
Bamegat Control Area boundaries have 
been made. This amendment is the same 
as that proposed in the notice. Sections 
71.163 and 71.181 were republished in 
the Federal Register on January 2,198a 
(45 FR 349. 445). 

The Rule 

This amendment to Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
Part 71) alters the Bamegat. N.J., Control 
Area, the Riverhead, N.Y„ New Jersey 
and Nantucket, Mass., Transition Areas. 
In addition, this amendment revokes 
Control Areas 1145,1147,1148 and 1169. 
This amendment eliminates duplication 
of airspace now incorporated under the 
Ocean Modernization Plan. 

Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator. 

S 71.163 and | 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
Part 71) as republished (45 FR 349 and 
445) is amended, effective 0901 GMT, 
May 15,1980, as follows: 

Under { 71.183: 

Control 1145. title and text are revoked. 
Control 1147. title and text are revoked. 
Control 1148, title and text are revoked. 
Control 1189. title and text are revoked 

Bamegat Control Area is amended to 
read as follows: 

Bamegat, N.J. That airspace extending 
upward from 700 feet MSL beginning at Lai 
39-40W N. Long. 73'290O"W4 to Lat 
39*40*00"N., Long. 72'50'00"W.; to Lat. 
39*34‘00”N.. Long. 72*50'00"W.; to Lat. 
39’34'OCm. Long. 72*33'00 'W.; to Lat. 
39*19*00"N.. Long. 72*14 orW^ to Lat. 
38*33'00"N., Long. 73*O0*OO"W.; to Lai 
38*33W'N.. Long. 73*48*48'W 4 to Lat 
38*35'00"N M Long. 73 # 50*0(rW4 to Lai 
38*58'<XTN.. Long. 73'50*00"W.; to Lat 
38*58WN.. Long. 73*13 00"W.; to Lat 
39*00*00*™., Long. 73-13WW4 to Lat. 
39*09*0<r*N., Long. 73*29W'W.; to point of 
beginning; and that airspace extending 
upward from 1,200 feet MSL beginning at Lat 
39*44 00"N.. Long. 73*14'29*'W.: to Lat. 

38*4roi **N.. Long. 72“10'4r'W.; to Lat 
38*20 0(m. Long. 73*00*00**W.; to LaL 
38*00'33 *'Nm Long. 73*00*00"W4 to Lat. 
39*07*24*™.. Long. 74*37*28 *W.; thence along 
the east boundary of V-139 to Lat. 

39*44*00’*™.; thence to the point of beginning. 
The portion within the North Atlantic Control 
Area Ls excluded. 

Under f 71.181: 

In Riverhead, N.Yj "excluding the 
portion below 3,000 feet MSL within W- 
106" is deleted. In New Jersey: All after 
"thence north along that line 3-NM east 
and parallel to the State of New Jersey 
shoreline to Lat. 40*ir30"N., Long. 
73°54'45"W„" is deleted. Nantucket, 
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Mass.. Transition Area is amended to 
read as follows: 

“Nantucket. Mast. That airspace extending 
upward from 700 feet above the surface 
within a 6-mile radius of Nantucket Memorial 
Airport. Mass.. (Lot 41*15*15*'N.. Long. 
70'03'40“W.); within 2 miles each side of the 
Nantucket VORTAC 045* radial extending 
from the 6-mile radius to 10 miles NE of the 
VOR." 

Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
document involves a regulation which ia not 
significant under Executive Order 12044. as 
implemented by DOT regulatory Policies and 
Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 26,1979). 
Since this regulatory action involves an 
established body of technical requirements 
for which frequent and routine amendments 
are necessary to keep them operationally 
current and promote safe flight operations, 
the anticipated impact is so minimal that this 
action does not warrant preparation of a 
regulatory evaluation. 

(Secs, 307(a). 313(a). and 1110. Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a). 
1354(a). and 1510; Executive Order 10654 (24 
FR 9565); Sec. 6(c). Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14 
CFR 11 69) 

Issued in Washington. D.C. on March 12, 

1980. 

William E. Broadwater. 

Chief, Airspace and Air Traffic Rules 
Division. 
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14 CFR Part 71 

[Airspace Docket No. 60-NE-7) 

Alteration of VOR Federal Airways; 
Boston, Mass. 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: This amendment alters 
several VOR Federal Airways In the 
vicinity of Boston, Mass. This action 
reduces controller workload by 
providing charted routes In areas where 
aircraft are normally vectored. Also, 
traffic flow in the Boston Airport 
terminal is improved because of 
additional airspace maneuvering 
flexibility. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: May 15.1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Lewis W. Still, Airspace Regulations 
Branch (AAT-230). Airspace and Air 
Traffic Rules Division. Air Traffic 
Service, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue. SW., Washington, D.C. 20591; 
telephone: (202) 42B-S525. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
February 14.1980, the FAA proposed to 
amend Part 71 of the Federal Aviation 


Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) to alter 
several VOR Federal Airways segments 
in the vicinity of Boston. Mass. These 
alterations were developed in order to 
Implement special noise abatement 
arrival/departure procedures for Logan 
International Airport Boston, Mass. The 
realignment provides charted routes In 
areas where aircraft are normally 
vectored thereby reducing controller 
workload (45 FR 9947). Interested 
persons were invited to participate in 
the rulemaking proceeding by submitting 
written comments on the proposal to the 
FAA. No comments objecting to the 
proposal were received. This 
amendment is the same as that 
proposed in the notice. Section 71.123 
was republished in the Federal Register 
on January 2.1980 (45 FR 307). 

The Rule 

This amendment to Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
Part 71) extends V -2 from Gardner. 
Mass., to Lawrence. Mass.: extends V- 
99 from Hartford. Conn., to Boston. 
Mass.; realigns V-106 between Gardner, 
Mass., and Manchester, N.H.; and 
realigns V-292 between Putnam, Mass., 
and Boston. This action permits 
implementation of special noise 
abatement procedures for the Boston, 
Mass., area. 

Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 

{ 71.123 of Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) as 
republished (45 FR 307) is amended, 
effective 0901 GMT. May 15.1980, as 
follows: 

Under V-2: "Gardner. The airspace within 
Canada is excluded.** Is deleted and 
“Gardner; to Lawrence, Mass. The airspace 
within Canada is excluded." Is added 
Under V-99: V-99 is amended to read as 
follows: “From Bridgeport. Conn., via 
Hartford, Conn*. INT Hartford 044* and 
Putnam, Conn., Oil* redials; INT Putnam 
Oil* and Gardner, Mass.. 097* radials; INT 
Gardner 097* and Boston, Mass.. 015* 
radials; to Boston." 

Under V-106: “Gardner, Mass.; Manchester, 
N.H.; Kcnnebunk, Maine." la deleted and 
“Gardner, Mass.; INT Gardner 041* and 
Manchester. Nil, 249* radials; Manchester, 
to Kennebunk. Maine." is substituted 
therefor. 

Under V-292: “INT Putnam 043* and Boston. 
Mass., 251* radials; Boston." Is deleted and 
“INT Putnam Oil* and Gardner, Mass.. 097* 
radials; INT Gardner. Mass.. 097* and 
Boston, Mass.. 015* radials; Boston." ia 
substituted therefor. 

(Secs. 307(a) and 313(a). Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958 (49 U.S.C 1348(a) and 1354(a)); Sec. 
69(c), Department of Transportation Act (49 
U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.69) 


Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
document involves a regulation which is not 
significant under Executive Order 12044. as 
implemented by DOT Regulatory Policies and 
Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 28.1979). 
Since this regulatory action involves an 
established body of technical requirements 
for which frequent and routine amendments 
are necessary to keep them operationally 
current and promote safe flight operations, 
the anticipated impact is so minimal that this 
action does not warrant preparation of a 
regulatory evaluation. 

Issued in Washington. D.C., on March 13. 
1980. 

W r illiam E. Broadwater, 

Chief Airspace and Air Traffic Rules 
Division. 

(Fit Doc SCHKS7 Fifed VlWtt MS cm) 

BILUNO COOC 4f 10-1S*N 


14 CFR Part 71 

[Airspace Docket No. 8G-NW-3] 

Amendment to Federal Airways; 
Juniper Military Operations Area 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA). DOT. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: This action amends Part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations, (14 
CFR Part 71) to reduce the time during 
which portions of V-269 and V-357 are 
suspended within the Juniper Military 
Operations Area (MOA) and to change 
the reference distances and navigation 
aids that describe the affected portions 
of these airways. This amendment is a 
result of a reduction in the hours of 
operation of the Juniper MOA and a 
need to more suitably describe the 
affected portions of V-289 and V-357 by 
stating reference distances which are 
not beyond the changeover point of the 
navigational aid used to establish the 
route. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: May 15.1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

George O. Hussey. Airspace Regulations 
Branch (AAT-230), Airspace and Air 
Traffic Rules Division. Air Traffc 
Service. Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington. D.C. 20591; 
telephone: (202) 428-3715. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
purpose of this amendment to Part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations, (14 
CFR Part 71) is to reduce the time that 
Federal Airways V-269 and V-357 are 
suspended within the Juniper MOA and 
to redescribe the suspended portions of 
the airways to indicate distance 
reference from the more appropriate 
navigational aid. The hours of operation 
of the Juniper MOA have been changed 
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from *0600-2400 hours local time’* to 
"Intermittent by NOTAM." This 
amendment provides for the affected 
airways to be suspended within the 
MOA only when the MOA Is activated 
by NOTAM- The current description of 
the portion of the airways to be 
suspended when the MOA is activated 
includes some distance references 
which are beyond the navigational aid 
changeover point. This amendment 
corrects that discrepancy by changing 
the distance reference to the more 
appropriate navigational aid. Because 
this amendment does not impose a 
burden or restriction on the public, I find 
that a notice of proposed rulemaking is 
unnecessary. 

Tho rule 

This amendment to Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations. (14 CFR 
Part 71) changes the time that Federal 
Airways V-269 and V-357 are 
suspended within the Juniper MOA to 
be governed by issuance of a NOTAM 
and the description of the suspended 
portions of V-269 to "from 42 miles 
northwest of Wildhorse VOR to 41 miles 
southeast of Redmond VORTAC." and 
of V-357 to "from 32 miles southwest of 
Wildhorse VOR to 13 miles northeast of 
Lakeview VORTAC." 

Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator. 

S 71.123 of Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations. (14 CFR Part 71) 
as republished (45 FR 307) is amended, 
effective 0901 GMT. May 15.1980, as 
follows: 

In | 71.123. under V-209, ‘The airspace 11.000 
feet MSL and above it excluded from 42 
miles to 68 miles northwest of Wildhorse 
from 0800 to 2400 hours local time, and 
other times that the Juniper Military 
Operations Area (MOA) is activated by 
NOTAM.*’ Is deleted and ’That portion of 
the airway 11.000 feet MSL and above from 
42 miles northwest of Wildhorse VOR to 41 
miles southeast of Redmond VORTAC ta 
suspended during the time that the Juniper 
MOA is activated by NOTAM.” is 
substituted therefor. 

In 1 71.123, under V-357. “The airspace 11.000 
feet MSL and above it excluded from 31 
miles to 62 miles southwest of Wildhorse 
from 0600 to 2400 hours local time, and 
other limes that the Juniper Military 
Operations Area (MOA) is activated by 
NOTAM.” is deleted and "That portion of 
the airway 11.000 feet MSL and above from 
32 miles southwest of Wildhorse VOR to 13 
miles northeast of Lakeview VORTAC is 
suspended during the time that the Juniper 
MOA is activated by NOTAM.’ 4 is 
substituted therefor. 

(Secs. 307(a) and 313(a). Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958 (49 U.S.G 1348(a) and 1354(a)); Sec. 


6(c). Department of Transportation Act (49 
U.S.C 1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.89) 

Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
document Involves a regulation which is not 
significant under Executive Orderl2044. as 
implemented by DOT Regulatory Policies and 
Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 26.1979). 
Since this regulatory action involves an 
established body of technical requirements 
for which frequent and routine amendments 
are necessary to keep them operationally 
current and promote safe flight operations, 
the anticipated impact is so minimal that this 
action does not warrant preparation of a 
regulatory evaluation. 

Issued in Washington. D.C, on March 12, 
1980. 

William E. Broadwater. 

Chief, Airspace and Air Traffic Rules 
Division. 

[Fit Doc. 84-0290 Fil'd 143 amt 
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14 CFR Part 71 

(Airspace Docket No. 79-SO-43J 

Extension of Federal Airway; North 
Carolina 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA). DOT. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: This amendment extends 
Victor Airway V-290 from Elisabeth 
City. N.C., to HQtteras Inlet, N.C., via 
Manteo. N.C This action provides a 
positive IFR routing to the outer islands 
that avoids military special use airspace 
thereby increasing air safety. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: May 15, 1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 
Mr. Lewis W. Still. Airspace Regulations 
Branch (AAT-230), Airspace and Air 
Traffic Rules Division. Air Traffic 
Service. Federal Aviation 
Administration. 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C 20591; 
telephone: (202) 426-8525. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On July 
26,1979. the FAA proposed to amend 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) to extend 
VOR Federal Airway V-290 from 
Elizabeth City, N.C, to Hatteras Inlet, 
N.C, NDB, via Manteo, N.C, (44 FR 
43742). Airway V-290 avoids all military 
special use airspace. 

Interested persons were invited to 
participate In the rulemaking proceeding 
by submitting comments on the 
proposal. All comments were favorable 
except the Fish and Wildlife Service,. 
U.S. Department of Interior. They were 
concerned that the airway extension 
would concentrate air traffic over Pea 
Island National Wildlife Refuge. FAA 
explained that this sirway would attract 


aircraft presently operating in this area 
at lower altitudes with visual reference 
to the ground for navigation. This 
explanation resolved their objections. 
This amendment is the same as that 
proposed in the notice except the 
Manteo NDB has been replaced by the 
Manteo VOR. Section 71.123 was 
republished in the Federal Register on 
January 2.1980. (45 FR 307). 

The Rule 

This amendment to Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations extends 
V-290 from Elizabeth City, N.C, to 
Hatteras Inlet. N.C, NDB. via Manteo, 
N.C. The airway avoids all military 
special use airspace. This action 
increases air safety, aids flight planning 
and reduces controller workload. 

Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) as 
republished (45 FR 307) is amended, 
effective 0901 GMT, May 15,1980. as 
follows: 

V-290 is amended to read as follows: 

From Rainelle. W. Vs., via Montebello. Vs.; 
to Flat Rock, Vo. From Franklin. Va„ vis 
Elizabeth City, N.C From Manteo NDB via 
INT Mantio 130* bearing and Hatteras Inlet 
N.C. NDB 029* bearing to Hatteras NDB. 
That airspace 8.000 foet MSL and above is 
excluded between Manto and Hatteras Inlet 
during time of activation of the Pamlico A or 
B MOAs by NOTAM. 

(Secs. 307(a) and 313(a). Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a) and 1354(a)); Sec. 
6(c). Department of Transportation Act (49 
U.S.C 1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.89) 

Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
document involves a regulation which is not 
significant under Executive Order 12044. as 
implemented by DOT Regulatory Policies and 
Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 20.1979). 
Since this regulatory action Involves an 
established body of technical requirements 
for which frequent and routine amendments 
are necessary to keep them operationally 
current and promote safe flight operations, 
the anticipated impact is so minimal that this 
action does not warrant preparation of a 
regulatory evaluation. 

Issued in Washington, D.C. on March 13. 
1960. 

William E. Broadwater. 

Chief, Airspace and Air Traffic Rules 
Division. 
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14 CFR Part 73 

(Airspace Docket No. 80-PC-3J 

Rescission of Two Hawaiian 
Restricted Areas 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
action: Final rule. _ 

summary: This amendment rescinds the 
Schofield-Makua. Oahu. Hawaii, 
restricted area R-3109C. and the 
Schofield-Makua. Oahu. Hawaii, 
restricted area R-3110C, at the request 
of the Department of Army. The using 
agency for these areas has stated that 
they are not being used at this time and 
that their continued designation as 
restricted airspace cannot be justified. 
The effect of this action is to return the 
designated airspace to the public 
domain. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: May 15.1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Everett L McKisson. Airspace 
Regulations Branch (AAT-230). 

Airspace and Air Traffic Rules Division. 
Air Traffic Service. Federal Aviation 
Administration. 800 Independence 
Avenue. SW.. Washington. D.C. 20591; 
telephone: (202) 428-3715. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
purpose of this amendment to f 73.31 of 
Part 73 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR Part 73) is to 
rescind two restricted areas that are not 
presently used for the purpose for which 
they were designated. This action 
returns airspace to public use and 
reduces a burden on the public. For this 
reason, notice and public procedure 
thereon are unnecessary. Section 73.31 
of Part 73 was republished in the 
Federal Register on January 2.1980 (45 
FR 697). 

Adoption of the amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator 
573.31 of Part 73 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR Part 73) as 
republished (45 FR 697) is amended, 
effective 0901 CMT. May 15.1980. as 
follows: 

R-3109C Schofield-Makua. Oahu. Hawaii. 

title and text Is deleted. 

R-3110C Schofield-Makua. Oahu. Hawaii. 

title and text is deleted. 

(Secs. 307(a) and 313(a). Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958 (49 U.S.C 1348(a) and 1354(a)); Sec 
6(c). Department of Transportation Act (49 
U.S.C 1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.60) 

Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
document involves a regulation which Is not 
significant under Executive Order 12044. as 
implemented by DOT Regulatory Policies and 
Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 28.1979). 
Since this regulatory action involves an 


established body of technical requirements 
for which frequent and routine amendments 
are necessary to keep them operationally 
cunent ond promote safe flight operations, 
the anticipated impact is so minimal that this 
action does not warrant preparation of a 
regulatory evaluation. 

Issued in Washington. D.C.. on March 13. 
1980. 

B. Keith Potts. 

Acting Chief. Airspace and Air Traffic Rules 
Division. 

pit Doc co-ass rn*d s-if-ao ms »m) 
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14 CFR Part 75 

(Airspace Docket No. 79-SO-79) 

Alteration of Jet Routes; Florida and 
Georgia 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA). DOT. 
action: Final rule._ 

summary: This action realigns Jet Route 
J-89 from Lakeland. Fla., direct to 
Atlanta. Ga., and extends J-91 from 
Atlanta. Ga.. via an intersection to 
Cross City. Fla. This action reduces 
congestion of air traffic to and from 
south Florida. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: May 15. 1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Charles R. Home. Airspace Regulations 
Branch (AAT-230). Airspace and Air 
Traffic Rules Division. Air Traffic 
Service, Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue. SW., Washington. D C. 20591: 
telephone: (202) 428-8525. 
supplementary information: 

History 

On January 24.1980, the FAA 
proposed to amend Part 75 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
Part 75) to realign Jet Route J-89 from 
Lakeland. Fla., direct to Atlanta. Ga., 
and extend J-91 from Atlanta, Ga., via 
an intersection to Cross City, Fla.. (45 FR 
5746). Interested persons were invited to 
artidpate In the rulemaking proceeding 
y submitting written comments on the 
proposal to the FAA. The only 
comments received expressed no 
objections. Section 75.100 of Part 75 was 
republished January 2,1980. (45 FR 732) 
in the Federal Register. This amendment 
is the same as proposed in the notice. 

The Rule 

This amendment to Part 75 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations realigns 
Jet Route J-89 from Lakeland. Fla., direct 
to Atlanta, Ga.. and extends J-91 from 
Atlanta via an intersection to Cross 


City, Fla. This action reduces congestion 
of air traffic to and from south Florida. 

Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator. 

5 75.100 of Part 75 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 75) as 
republished (45 FR 732) is amended, 
effective 0901 GMT. May 15.1980, as 
follows: 

Under jet Route No 89 “Cross City, Fla.: 
Atlanta, Ga.;" is deleted and "Atlanta. Ga.T 
is substituted therefor. 

Under Jet Route No. 91 ' From Atlanta, Ga., 
via" is deleted and "From Cross City, FUu via 
LVT Cross City 338’ and Atlanta. Ga.. 169’ 
radials; Atlanta;" Is substituted therefor. 
(Secs. 307(a) and 313(a). Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a) and 1354(a)); Sec. 
6(c). Department of Transportation Act (49 
U.S.C. 1855(c)); and 14 CFR 11.60) 

Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
document involves a regulation which is not 
significant under Executive Order 12044, as 
implemented by DOT Regulatory Policies ond 
Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 28.1979). 
Since this regulatory action involves an 
established body of technical requirements 
for which frequent and routine amendments 
are necessary to keep them operationally 
current and promote safe flight operations, 
the anticipated impact is so minimal that this 
action does not warrant preparation of a 
regulatory evaluation. 

Issued in Washington. D.C.. on March 13. 
1980. 

William E. Broadwater. 

Chief Airspace and Air Traffic Rules 
Division. 
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14 CFR Part 97 

(Docket No. 20174; AmdL No 1160) 

Standard Instrument Approach 
Procedures; Miscellaneous 
Amendments 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA). DOT. 
action: Final rule.__ 

Summary: This amendment establishes, 
amends, suspends, or revokes Standard 
Instrument Approach Procedures 
(SLAPs) for operations at certain 
airports. These regulatory actions are 
needed because of the adoption of new 
or revised criteria, or because of 
changes occurring in the National 
Airspace System, such as the 
commissioning of new navigational 
facilities, addition of new obstacles, or 
changes in air traffic requirements. 
These changes are designed to provide 
safe and efficient use of the navigable 
airspace and to promote safe flight 
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operations under instrument flight rules 

at the affected airports. 

dates: An effective date for each SIAP 

is specified in the amendatory 

provisions. 

ADORESSES: Availability of matters 
incorporated by reference in the 
amendment is as follows: 

For Examination — 1 . FAA Rules 
Docket FAA Headquarters Building. 800 
Independence Avenue. SW* 
Washington. D.C 20591; 

2. The FAA Regional Office of the 
region in which the affected airport is 
located; or 

3. The Flight Inspection Field Office 
which originated the SIAP. 

For Purchase —Individual SLAP copies 
may be obtained from: 

1. FAA Public Information Center 
(APA-430). FAA Headquarters Building. 
800 Independence Avenue, SW„ 
Washington. D.C. 20591; or 

2. The FAA Regional Office of the 
region in which the affected airport is 
located. 

By Subscription —Copies of all SIAPs, 
mailed once every 2 weeks, may be 
ordered from Superintendent of 
Documents. U.S. Government Printing 
Office. Washington. D.C. 20402. The 
annual subscription price is $135.00. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Gary W. Wirt, Flight Procedures and 
Airspace Branch (AFO-730), Aircraft 
Programs Division, Office of Flight 
Operations, Federal Aviation 
Administration. 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW.. Washington, D.C. 20591; 
telephone (202) 428-8277. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
amendment to Part 97 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 97) 
prescribes new. amended, suspended, or 
revoked Standard Instrument Approach 
Procedures (SIAPs). The complete 
regulatory description of each SLAP is 
contained in official FAA form 
documents which are incorporated by 
reference in this amendment under 5 
U.S.C. { 552(a). 1 CFR Part 51, and 
9 97.20 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (FARs). The applicable FAA 
Forms are identified as FAA Forms 
8260-3, 8260-4 and 8260-5. Materials 
incorporated by reference are available 
for examination or purchase as stated 
above. 

The large number of SIAPs, their 
complex nature, and the need for a 
special format make their verbatim 
publication in the Federal Register 
expensive and impractical. Further, 
airmen do not use the regulatory text of 
the SIAPs but refer to their graphic 
depiction on charts printed by 
publishers of aeronautical materials. 
Thus, the advantages of incorporation 


by reference are realized and 
publication of the complete description 
of each SIAP contained in FAA form 
document is unnecessary. The 
provisions of this amendment state the 
affected CFR (and FAR) sections, with 
the types and effective dates of the 
SIAPs. This amendment also identifies 
the airport, its location, the procedure 
identification and the amendment 
number. 

This amendment to Part 97 is effective 
on the date of publication and contains 
separate SIAPs which have compliance 
dates stated as effective dates based on 
related changes in the National 
Airspace System or the application of 
new or revised criteria. Some SLAP 
amendments may have been previously 
issued by the FAA in a National Flight 
Data Center (FDC) Notice to Airmen 
(NOTAM) as an emergency action of 
immediate flight safety relating directly 
to published aeronautical charts. The 
circumstances which created the need 
for some SIAP amendments may require 
making them effective in less than 30 
days. For the remaining SIAPs, an 
effective date at least 30 days after 
publication is provided. 

Further, the SIAPs contained in this 
amendment are based on the criteria 
contained in the U.S. Standard for 
Terminal Instrument Approach 
Procedures (TERPs). In developing these 
SLAPs, the TERPs criteria were applied 
to the conditions existing or anticipated 
at the affected airports. Because of the 
close and immediate relationship 
between these SLAPs and safety in air 
commerce. I find that notice and public 
procedure before adopting these SIAPs 
is unnecessary, impracticable, or 
contrary to the public interest and, 
where applicable, that good cause exists 
for making some SLAPs effective in less 
than 30 days. 

Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me. Part 97 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 97) is 
amended by establishing, amending, 
suspending, or revoking Standard 
Instrument Approach Procedures, 
effective at 0901 Gjn.t on the dates 
specified, as follows: 

1. By amending 9 97.23 VOR-VOR/ 
DME SIAPs identified as follows: 

' # * Effective May 1.1980 

Akron. CO—Akron-Washington County. 

VOR Rwy 27. Arndt. 3 
Evelcth. MN— Eveleth-Virginia Muni-, VOR 
Rwy 27, Arndt. 8 

Cassvllle. MO—Caasvillc Municipal. VOR 
Rwy 8. Arndt. 1 

Beatrice. NE—Beatrice Muni.. VOR Rwy 13. 
Arndt. 10 


Roswell NM—Roswell Industrial Air Center. 
VOR-A Arndt 4 

Asheboro, NC—Asheboro Muni, VOR-A. 
Amdt 1 

Youngstown. OH—Youngstown Muni.. VOR 
Rwy 18. Amdt. 14 

Mayaguez, P.R.—Mayaguez Airfield, VOR 
Rwy 8. Amdt 6 

Corsicana. TX—Corsicana Muni.. VOR/ 
DME-A, Amdt. 3 

Corsicana. TX—Corsicana Muni. VOR/ 
DME-B, Original 

• # # Effective April 17,1980 

Chico, CA—Chico Muni. VOR Rwy 13L, 
Amdt. 5 

Chico. CA—Chico Muni.. VOR/DME Rwy 
13L Amdt 2 

Chico, CA—Chico Muni.. VOR Rwy 31R, 
Amdt 4 

Gary, IN—Gary Muni, VOR/DME Rwy 2. 
Amdt 2 

• # # Effective February 29,1980 

Binghamton. NY—Broome County. VOR Rwy 
10. Amdt 4 

2. By amending 9 97.25 SDF-LOC- 
LDA SIAPs identified as follows: 

• • • Effective May 15,1980 

Fairbanks, AK—Fairbanks Inti., LOC (BC) 
Rwy 1L Amdt 13, cancelled 
Homer. AK—Homer. LOC/DME Rwy 3. 

Amdt 5 

Homer. AK—Homer. LOC/DME BC Rwy 2L 
Amdt 1 

• 4 * Effective May 11980 

Roswell. NM—Roswell Industrial Air Center, 
LOC BC Rwy 3. Amdt 2 

• 0 # Effective April 17,1980 

Gary. IN—Cary Muni.. LOC Rwy 3a Amdt. 3. 
cancelled 

Pittsfield. MA—Pittsfield Muni. SDF Rwy 28, 
Amdt 1. cancelled 

Pittsfield. MA—Pittsfield Muni. LOC Rwy 2a 
Original 

3. By amending 9 97.27 NDB/ADF 
SIAPs identified as follows: 

• • * Effective May 15.1980 

Fairbanks, AK—Fairbanks Muni., NDB Rwy 
19R. Amdt 10 

Fairbanks. AK—Fairbanks Muni. NDB-A. 
Amdt 1 

Grenada. MS—Grenada MttnL, NDB Rwy 13, 
Original 

Nashville. TN—Nashville Metropolitan. NDB 
Rwy ZL Amdt 1 

Nashville, TN—Nashville Metropolitan, NDB 
Rwy 2R. Amdt 1 

Nashville. TN—Nashville Metropolitan. NDB 
Rwy 20R. Amdt 1 

• # # Effective May 11980 

Morriltan. AR—Petit Jean Park. NDB Rwy 2, 
Amdt 2 

McRae. GA—Telfair-Wheeler. NDB Rwy 20. 
Amdt 6 

Beatrice. NE— Beatrice Muni., NDB Rwy 13. 
Amdt 3 

Fatrbury, NE— Fairbury Muni.. NDB Rwy 17, 
AmdL 1 
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Fairbury, NE— Fairbury Muni., NDB-A. 

Arndt. 1 

Roswell. NM— Roswell Industrial Air Center. 

NDB Rwy 21. Arndt. 11 
Youngstown. OH—Youngstown Muni.. NDB 
Rwy 32. Amdt. 15 

Rawlins. WY—Rawlins Muni.. NDB-A. Amdt. 

6 

• • • Effective April 17.1980 

Chico, CA — Chico Muni.. NDB Rwy 13U 
Amdt. 1 

Gary. IN—Gary Municipal. NDB Rwy 30. 
Amdt. 3 

Pittsfield. MA—Pittsfield Muni.. NDB Rwy 20. 
Original 

Pittsfield. MA—Pittsfield Muni.. NDB Rwy 28, 
Amdt 2. cancelled 

• • * Effective March 12.1980 

Rockford. IL—Greater Rockford. NDB Rwy 
36. Amdt. 21 

4. By amending { 97.29 1LS-MLS 
SlAPs identified as follows: 

• * * Effective May 15. 1980 

Fairbanks, AK—Fairbanks Inti., ILS Rwy 1L. 
Amdt 2 

Fairbanks, AK—Fairbanks IntL, ILS Rwy 19R. 
Amdt 19 

Nashville. TN—Nashville Metropolitan. ILS 
Rwy 2L. Amdt 1 

# * • Effective May 1. 1980 

Orlando. FL-Orlando International. ILS Rwy 
36L. Amdt 6. cancelled 
Roswell NM—Roswell Industrial Air Center. 

ILS Rwy 21. Amdt 10 
Youngstown, OH—Youngstown Muni., ILS 
Rwy 14. Amdt 1 

Youngstown, OH—Youngstown Muni.. ILS 
Rwy 32. Amdt 20 

# • # Effective April 17 t 1980 

Chico, CA—Chico Muni., ILS Rwy 13L. Amdt 

3 

Cary, IN—Gary Muni.. ILS Rwy 30. Original 
Salt Lake City. UT—Salt Lake City IntL, ILS/ 
DME Rwy 16R. Original 

' • • Effective March 1Z 1980 

Rockford, IL—Greater Rockford. ILS Rwy 36, 
Amdt 24 

5. By amending S 97.31 RADAR SLAPs 
identified as follows: 

# • • Effective May 15.1980 

Nashville, TN—Nashville Metropolitan. 
RADAR-1, Amdt 17 

* * • Effective May 1.1980 

Youngstown. OH—Youngstown Muni„ 
RADAR-1. Amdt. 6 

(Sect. 307. 313(a), 801. and Ilia Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. f f 1348. 
1354(a). 1421. and 1510); Sec, 8(c). Department 
of Transportation Act (49 ILS.C. 11655(c)): 
«nd 14 CFR 11.49(b)(3).) 

Note.—The PAA has determined that this 
document involves a regulation which ia not 
significant under Executive Order 12044. as 
implemented by DOT Regulatory Policies and 


Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 28,1979). 
Since this regulatory action involves an 
established body of technical requirements 
for which frequent and routine amendments 
are necessary to keep them operationally 
current and promote safe flight operations, 
the anticipated Impact is so minimal that this 
action does not warrant preparation of a 
regulatory evaluation. 

Issued in Washington. D.C., on March 14. 
198a 

|ohn S. Kern. 

Acting Chief. Aircraft Programs Division. 

Note.—The Incorporation by reference in 
the preceding document was approved by the 
Director of the Federal Register on May 12. 
1969. 
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FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 
16 CFR Part 13 
[Docket 03011) 

AMF Inc.; Prohibited Trade Practices, 
and Affirmative Corrective Actions 

agency: Federal Trade Commission. 
action: Final order. 

summary: In settlement of alleged 
violation of Federal law prohibiting 
unfair acts and practices and unfair 
methods of competition, this consent 
agreement, among other things, requires 
a White Plains, N.Y. manufacturer and 
seller of bicycles, tricycles and other 
two or three-wheeled non-motorized 
vehicles, to cease, in connection with 
the advertising and sale of its products, 
from representing young children or 
others riding or operating such vehicles 
in an improper, unsafe or unlawful 
manner. The firm is also prohibited from 
representing any person riding a mini¬ 
bike in traffic unless such operation is 
permitted by applicable traffic laws and 
regulations. The order further requires 
the firm to timely produce two or more 
versions of a bicycle safety message 
with the advice, assistance and 
approval of three independent 
individuals experienced or 
knowledgeable in bicycle safety, 
children's television programming and 
children's advertising; provide a Him of 
such message to specified television 
broadcasting stations throughout the 
country; and monitor the message for 
four months to ensure that it reaches a 
designated number of children. Should 
the message fail to reach the specified 
audience level, the firm is required to 
distribute the film for airing by a second 
group of T.V. stations. 


dates: Complaint and order issued Feb. 
21.1980. 1 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

FTC/P, Albert R Kramer, Washington. 
D.C. 20580. (202) 523-3727. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
Tuesday, July ia 1979, there was 
published in the Federal Register. 44 FR 
40333, a proposed consent agreement 
with analysis In the Matter of AMF 
Incorporated, a corporation, for the 
purpose of soliciting public comment. 
Interested parties were given sixty (60) 
days in which to submit comments, 
suggestions or objections regarding the 
proposed form of order. 

Comments were filed and considered 
by the Commission. The Commission 
has ordered the issuance of the 
complaint in the form contemplated by 
the agreement, made its jurisdictional 
findings and entered its order to cease 
and desist as set forth in the proposed 
consent agreement, in disposition of this 
proceeding. 

The prohibited trade practices and/or 
corrective actions, as codified under 16 
CFR Part 13. are as follows: Subpart— 
Disseminating Advertisements. Etc.: 
i 13.1043 Disseminating advertisements, 
etc. Subpart—Neglecting, Unfairly or 
Deceptively. To Make Material 
Disclosure: § 13.1890 Safety. 

(Sec. 8. 38 StaL 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interprets or 
applies sec 5. 38 StaL 719, as amended; 15 
U.S.G 45) 

Carol M. Thomas. 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc fl*4&M Filed S-liHKk S46 am| 

01LUMO COOC *750-01-41 


16 CFR Part 13 
(Docket C-3010) 

Texas Association of Professional 
Sureties, et al.; Prohibited Trade 
Practices, and Affirmative Corrective 
Actions 

agency: Federal Trade Commission. 
action: Final order. 

summary: In settlement of alleged 
violations of Federal law prohibiting 
unfair acts and practices and unfair 
methods of competition, this consent 
order, among other things, requires an 
Odessa, Tex. unincorporated trade 
association of bail bondsmen and its 
Houston. Tex. affiliate to cease 
establishing, fixing or maintaining 
uniform non-competitive prices for the 
sale of bail bonds; requiring adherence 
to such prices through coercion or 
otherwise; and attempting by any means 


1 Copies of lh« Complaint and Decision and Order 
filed with the original document 
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to eliminate competition between or 
among bail bondsmen. The associations 
are prohibited from discussing prices 
and recalcitrant members at meetings, 
and required to timely amend any rule, 
by-law or code of ethics so as to 
conform with the terms of the order. 
Additionally, the associations are 
required to terminate the membership of 
any member who fails to comply with 
those terms. 

dates: Complaint and order issued 
February 13, I960. 1 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 
Juereta P. Smith. Director, 5R. Dallas 
Regional Office. Federal Trade 
Commission. 2001 Bryan St., Suite 2685. 
Dallas. Texas 75201. (214) 767-0032. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
Friday, December 7,1979. there was 
published in the Federal Register, 44 FR 
70484. a proposed consent agreement 
with analysis In the Matter of Texas 
Association of Professional Sureties and 
Association of Professional Sureties of 
Houston, unincorporated associations, 
for the purpose of soliciting public 
comment. Interested parties were given 
sixty (60) days in which to submit 
comments, suggestions or objections 
regarding the proposed form of order. 

No comments have been received, the 
Commission has ordered the issuance of 
the complaint in the form contemplated 
by the agreement made its jurisdictional 
findings and entered its order to cease 
and desist, as set forth in the proposed 
consent agreement in disposition of this 

The prohibited trade practices and/or 
corrective actions, as codified under 16 
CFR Part 13. are as follows: 

Subpart—Coercing and Intimidating: 

§ 13.367 Members. Subpart—Combining 
or Conspiring: 5 13.395 To control 
marketing practices and conditions; 

S 13.410 To eliminate competition in 
conspirators* goods; { 13.430 To 
enhance, maintain or unify prices; 

§ 13.475 To restrain competition in 
buying. Subpart—Corrective Actions 
and/or Requirements: 3 13.533 
Corrective actions and/or requirements; 
13.533-20 Disclosures; 13.533-60 Release 
of general, specific, or contractual 
constrictions, requirements, or 
restraints. 

(Sec. 6. 38 StaL 721; 15 U.&.C. 46. Interprets or 
applies sec. 5. 36 Slat. 719. as amended; 15 
U.S.G 45) 

Carol M. Thomas, 

Secretary: 

[FR Dot as-aMDFM s-is-act ms am) 

billing coot S7M-SMI 


1 Copies at the Complaint and the Decision and 
Order tiled with the original document. 


16 CFR Part 13 
(Docket No. 9127) 

The Southland Corp„ Et Al.; Prohibited 
Trade Practice*, and Affirmative 
Corrective Actions 

agency: Federal Trade Commission. 
action: Final order. 


summary: In settlement of alleged 
violations of federal law prohibiting 
unfair acts and practices and unfair 
methods of competition, this consent 
order, among other things, requires The 
Southland Corporation (Southland), a 
Dallas. Texas dairy processor, to refrain 
for seven years from acquiring, without 
prior Commission approval: 1) any fluid 
milk processing plant, distribution 
facility or route within a 150-mile radius 
of a Southland fluid milk processing 
plant or distribution facility; 2) any such 
company or plant located within a 150 to 
500 mile radius of a Southland fluid milk 
processing plant or distribution facility, 
which processed more than 28 million 
pounds of Class 1 milk within any of the 
three years prior to the acquisition; or 3) 
any fluid milk processing company that 
processes 300 million pounds of Class 1 
milk annually. 

dates: Complaint issued April 28,1979; 
Decision issued Feb. 25.1980.* 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT 
Juereta P. Smith, Director, 5R, Dallas 
Regional Office, Federal Trade 
Commission, 2001 Bryan St., Suite 2685, 
Dallas. Texas 75201. (214) 767-0032. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 

Wednesday, November 7,1979, there 
was published in the Federal Register, 

44 FR 64432. a proposed consent 
agreement with analysis In the Matter of 
The Southland Corporation a 
corporation, snd Knowlton’s. lnc„ a 
corporation, for the purpose of soliciting 
public comment. Interested parties were 
given sixty (60) days in which to submit 
comments, suggestions or objections 
regarding the proposed form of order. 

A comment was filed and considered 
by the Commission. The Commission 
has ordered the issuance of the 
complaint In the form contemplated by 
the agreement, made its jurisdictional 
findings and entered its order to cease 
and desist, as set forth in the proposed 
consent agreement, in disposition of this 
proceeding. 

The prohibited trade practices and/or 
corrective actions, as codified under 16 
CFR Part 13, are as follows: Subpart— 
Acquiring Corporate Stock Or Assets: 


*Copi«a of (he Complaint and the Dacia ion end 
Order filed with the original document. 


3 13.5 Acquiring corporate stock or 
assets; 13.5-20 Federal Trade 
Commission Act. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stet. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interpret or 
apply sec. 5. 38 Slat. 716, as amended; sec. 7, 
38 Slat 731. as amended; 15 VS.C. 45,18) 
Carol M. Thomas, 

Secretary. 

IF* Doc 80-SM* PU«d 3~19~«0 Ml abj] 
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SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

17 CFR Part* 231 and 271 
[Release No. 33-6200 and 1C-11088] 

Effect of Credit Controls on the 
Operation* of Certain Registered 
Investment Companies Including 
Money Market Fund* 

agency: Securities and Exchange 
Commission. 

action: General Statement of Policy. 

summary: The Securities and Exchange 
Commission announces a general 
statement of policy concerning the 
implications under the federal securities 
laws of credit control regulations 
applicable to certain registered 
investment companies, including 
"money market" funds, which were 
recently adopted by the Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System pursuant to the Credit Control 
Act of 1969, as implemented by 
Executive Order of the President. The 
statement expresses the views of the 
Commission respecting certain 
disclosure requirements under the 
Securities Act of 1933 and certain 
regulatory requirements under the 
Investment Company Act of 1940 which 
should be considered by registered 
investment companies and the boards of 
directors or sponsors (in the case of unit 
investment trusts) of such companies in 
complying with the Board's regulations. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: March 14,1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT 
Kenneth S. Cerstein. Special Counsel 
(202-272-3023). or Anthony A. Vertuno, 
Senior Legal Adviser for Disclosure 
(202-272-2107). with respect to legal 
questions, or Gene A. Cohike, Senior 
Financial Analyst (202-272-2813), with 
respect to accounting and financial 
questions, Division of Investment 
Management Securities and Exchange 
Commission. Washington, D.C. 20549. 
SUPPLEMENTARY information: Pursuant 
to the Credit Control Act of 1969 [12 
U.S.G 1901 et seq\ as implemented by 
Executive Order 12201 of the President 
of the United States, the Board of 
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Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System ("Board") has adopted 
regulations requiring certain registered 
investment companies, including 
"money market" funds and short-term 
unit investment trusts, to maintain 
special non-interest bearing deposits 
("special deposits") with Federal 
Reserve Banks. The Board’s regulations 
are generally applicable to any 
investment company registered with the 
Commission under the Investment 
Company Act of 1940 (the "Act") (15 
U.S.C. 60a-l et aeq.]. or any series of 
shares or units of such registered 
company, whose investment portfolio 
consists primarily of securities, deposits 
or other instruments having maturities 
of 13 months or less. 

As specified In the Board’s regulations 
(12 CFR 229.11-.15], and as described in 
its release announcing the adoption of 
the regulations, regulated investment 
companies subject thereto will 
henceforth each be required (1) to 
maintain a non-interest bearing special 
deposit with the Federal Reserve Bank 
in the district where such company has 
its principal place of business and (2) to 
file a "base report" and. except with 
respect to unit investment trusts, certain 
periodic reports with such bank. In the 
case of companies other than unit 
investment trusts, the amount of a 
company's special deposit will be 
determined monthly and will be equal to 
15 percent of the amount by which the 
average of the daily amounts of its 
"covered credit" outstanding during 
each reporting period exceeds a 
specified "base" amount 1 * * 


1 Under the regulations: (1) “covered credit** to 
defined to mean any extension of credit originated 
through the acquisition of a security, deposit or 
other instrument. Including but not limited to 
domestic and Eurodollar certificates of deposit VS 
Treasury bills, repurchase agreements, commercial 
paper, bankers acceptance*, end state end local 
obligations and. except with respect to unit 
inve^ment trusts, any interest accrued thereon, and 
U) “base** to defined to mean the amount of covered 
credit held by a covered creditor as of the close of 
business on March 14. I960 (12 CFR 220.12 (b) end 
(c)j. 

The first special deposits pursuant to the Board*s 
regulation generally will be for the reporting period 
ending April 14.1960. baaed on a report filed on 
April 21. I960, and wiQ be required to be made on 
May 1 1W [U CFR 229.14) Generally, the period 
for which each special deposit must be maintained 
begins on the first Thursday of the first calendar 
month following the reporting period and end* on 
the day prior to the Bret Thursday of the following 
calendar month. Unit investment trusts which 
acquire their assets after March 14. HMMX will each 
be required to maintain special deposits equal to 19 
percent of their covered credit beginning on the date 
the trust acquires assets consisting of covered credit 
and ending on the day prior to the final distribution 
of trust assets pursuant to the term# of the trust 
agreement (12 CFR 229.14(b)). Unit investment trusts 

holding assets as of March 14.196a need not file 

reports or maintain special deposits. 


Impact of Credit Controls 

The major potential effect of the 
Board’s regulations on the operations of 
companies covered by the regulations 
will be a negative effect on the 
dividends, or yields, of such companies. 
Because of this effect, many investment 
companies may find It appropriate to 
make changes in their policies relating 
to the sale of their securities, portfolio 
management, or other matters. Thus, as 
discussed in more detail below, the 
Commission believes that it is essential 
that companies subject to the 
regulations take steps immediately to 
make appropriate disclosure to 
shareholders and prospective investors. 

This general statement of policy is 
designed to apprise registered 
investment companies (including those 
companies which are not now, but may 
in the future, be subject to the 
requirements of the Board’s regulations), 
and their directors and sponsors (in the 
case of unit investment trusts), of the 
Commission’s views regarding some of 
the disclosure and compliance 
responsibilities under the federal 
securities laws which may arise from 
the Board’s regulations. The 
Commission is concerned not only that 
prompt and adequate disclosure be 
made by those registered investment 
companies which must maintain special 
deposits,* but also that the directors, 
investment advisers, and sponsors of 
such companies promptly consider, and 
if appropriate adopt procedures to 
enable compliance with credit controls 
without disruption of operations or 
inequitable effects upon shareholders or 
unitholders. 

This general statement of policy is not 
intended to address all of the issues 
which may arise from the Board’s 
regulations, but rather is intended to 
provide general guidance respecting 
various disclosure obligations under the 
Securities Act of 1933 (15 U.S.C. 77a et 
aeq.] ("1933 Act") and various regulatory 
matters under the 1940 Act. which the 
Commission believes should carefully 
be considered by registered investment 
companies. This approach should help 
to insure that compliance with the 
Board's regulations can be achieved 
without sacrificing important investor 
protections afforded by the operation of 
the federal securities laws.* 


•In view of the fact that all shareholders of 
“money market” fund* might ultimataly be affected 
by the special deposit requirement the Commission 
would expect that any disclosure* made a* a result 
of the requirement will be furnished a* promptly as 
possible to existing shareholders. 

"The issues discussed herein am. for the most 
part addressed from the perspective of their 
applicability to registered, open-end. management 
investment companies Investing to short-term debt 


Investment Policies 

The requirement to make the special 
deposit may appear to be inconsistent 
with the objectives and policies of some 
investment companies that are now 
selling securities pursuant to an 
effective 1933 Act registration 
statement However, the Commission 
will not consider the making of the 
special deposit to be prohibited by the 
stated objectives and policies of such 
companies. On the other hand, issuers 
whose registration statements have not 
yet become effective or who may 
hereafter file registration statements 
should frame their policies and 
objectives so as to be consistent with 
die regulations. 

The Commission anticipates that in 
some cases the boards of directors of 
"money market" funds may decide to 
modify certain investment policies or 
restrictions for the purpose of adapting 
such companies’ operations: (1) to 
compensate for or otherwise take 
account of the requirement to make 
special deposits, 4 or (2) to avoid the 
requirement to make special deposits. 1 
Before implementing any new policies, 
boards of directors should consider 
whether the adoption of any such 
revised policies are permissible without 
shareholder vote. 

The Commission believes that, 
whether or not revised policies or the 
maintenance of the special deposit itself 
conflict with previously disclosed and 
established policies and objectives, 
prospectus disclosure of the special 
deposit requirements and any response 
thereto is imperative for those 
companies subject to the requirement.* 


securities which ere often referred to hereto et 
“money merkel 4 * fund*. However, certain unit 
investment trusts end closed-end management 
investment companies may si so be subject to the 
Board's regulations. This general statement of policy 
should be considered also by such companies to the 
extent relevant 

•For example, a company might wish to broaden 
its permissible investments to enable the purchase 
of higher yielding types of securities to order to 
offset the effect of the special doposit on its net 
investment Income. 

•For example, directors of a company not now 
subject to the regulations because of the long-term 
maturities of its portfolio securities, but whoee 
current policies permit a large enough “defensive” 
Investment to short-term securities to bring it within 
the requirement might choose to limit investment to 
such "defensive” securities. In this connection, it 
should be noted that should an existing investment 
company which to not now subject to the special 
deposit requirement become subject to it to the 
future, its base amount for purpose* of the Board's 
regulations will be based on its covered credit as of 
March 14. I960 (12 CFR 229.19). 

•The Commission would expect that any 
company which to subject to the special deposit 
requirement and fail# to comply therewith, will 
disclose such facts to its prospectus end disclose 
the possible penalties associated with non- 
compUance with the Board's regulation*. 
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In reviewing existing policies in light 
of the Board's regulations, companies 
should also consider the Commission's 
previously articulated position that it is 
essential for open-end companies to 
maintain a high degree of liquidity to 
enable them to fulfill their obligations to 
meet redemptions. 7 In this regard, the 
necessity for a high degree of liquidity 
might be of particular importance in the 
case of "money market" funds, which 
typically undertake to satisfy 
redemption requests on the date of 
receipt 

Possible Sources of Funds For Special 
Deposits 

In evaluating alternative means ond 
arrangements to generate the funds 
necessary to make special deposits, 
boards of directors should consider 
fully: (1) the limitations of Section 18 of 
the 1940 Act (15 ILS.a 8Ga-18) on 
borrowing by registered investment 
companies and on the issuance of 
"Senior securities" by such companies; 0 
(2) any applicable investment 
restrictions upon the company's 
activities; and (3) the prohibitions of 
Section 17(d) of the 1940 Act (15 U.S.G 
80a -17(d )) and Rule 17d-l thereunder 
(17 CFR 270.17d-l), which, among other 
things, prohibit any affiliated person of 
a registered investment company from 
participating with the company in any 
arrangement to fund, directly or 
indirectly, the company’s special 
deposit, unless on order of the 
Commission permitting the arrangement 
is granted. 0 Of course, the method of 
funding the special deposit should be 
disclosed to shareholders and 
prospective investors. 

Sale of Fund Shares 

Because the special deposit is 
required only with respect to covered 
credit in excess of the base. 10 sales of 
additional shares of a "money market" 
fund having the effect of increasing the 
amount of outstanding covered credit 
above the base will dilute the dividends 
payable to holders of previously issued 
shares. The extent of such dilution 
depends upon the relative growth of the 
company subsequent to March 14. 198 a 
the date prescribed for determination of 


Investment Company Act Release Noe. 5947 
(October 21.19G0). 7220 (June a ifl?2], and 7221 
(June 011972)- 

• Consideration should be given to the views 
expressed by the Commission in Investment 
Company Act Release No. 10660 (AprtJ lft, 1979). 
respecting the use of “reverie" repurchase 
agreements. 

■Thus, sny form of borrowing from an affiliated 
person of the registered investment company would 
generally be prohibited absent an order of the 
Commission 

"See n. 1. supra. 


the company's base. Nonetheless, 
continued growth of the company might 
benefit the company's investment 
adviser (or administrator-distributor), to 
the extent that such growth would 
generally increase the fees payable by 
the company to the investment adviser 
(or its administrator-distributor). 
Accordingly, the Commission believes 
that it is essential that the investment 
adviser (and administrator-distributor, if 
any) and directors, particularly the 
directors who are not interested persons 
of the company." of each "money 
market" fund, consistent with their 
fiduciary duties under the 1940 Act, 
consider immediately: (1) the 
appropriateness of new sales of fund 
shares which would increase covered 
credit above the base, and (2) the 
appropriateness of implementing 
various arrangements designed to 
protect the interests of shareholders. 10 

Pricing of Shares and Portfolio 
Valuation 

Many "money market" funds seek to 
maintain stable net asset values per 
share by utilizing various pricing and 
valuation methods. Two of these 
methods, amortized cost valuation and 
"penny rounding" pricing, may be 
utilized only by companies that have 
obtained orders of exemption from the 
Commission, pursuant to certain 
conditions. 10 In effecting transitions to 
enable compliance with the Board's 
regulations, boards of directors of these 
companies should scrupulously fulfill 
their undertakings imposed as 
conditions in their orders to insure: (1) in 
the case of companies utilizing 
amortized cost valuation, that such 
companies' net asset values per share 
determined on a market basis do not 
deviate materially from such companies' 
$1.00 per share prices, and (2) in the 
case of companies utilizing "penny 
rounding” pricing, that such companies' 
prices per share not deviate from $1.00. u 


11 See Section 2(t)(19) of the 1940 Act (IS U S.C. 
SOb-2(«)(19|) which specifies those persons who are 
Interested persons of registered Investment 
companies. 

11 For example, the management of e fund might 
Ukt steps to establish s secondary market in the 
fund’a shares. This might make It feasible to 
suspend sales of new shares, while avoiding the 
possibility that redemptions without offsetting sales 
would cause the fund to become so reduced in size 
that it la no longer viable. Any such arrangements if 
Implemented by the fund or if operated by any other 
company or person, should be fully disclosed to ell 
shareholders and perspective investors. 

"See. ej., Investment Company Act Release Nos 
97S0 (May SI. 1977). 10451 (October 26,197S), and 
10624 (August S, 1979). 

‘•One of the Commission s concerns Is that the 
sale of shorter-term securities to fund the special 
deposit might magnify tha impact of the unrealized 
depreciation of longer term securities In a portfolio 
upon a company* *s market based net asset value per 


Another condition imposed by the 
orders of exemption is that companies 
operating pursuant to such orders not 
maintain dollar weighted average 
portfolio maturities in excess of 120 
days. In calculating their average 
portfolio maturities for purposes of 
compliance with the 120 day condition, 
companies should treat special deposits 
as a cash item with zero days remaining 
to maturity. This approach might also be 
utilized by other companies in 
calculating average portfolio maturity 
and disseminating such information." 

The Commission is also concerned 
that companies subject to the special 
deposit requirement might be tempted to 
engage in particular investment 
strategies to increase their net 
investment income in order to overcome 
the effect of the special deposit upon 
such companies' yields, and that 
companies might also seek to utilize 
various devices and valuation 
techniques to insulate the values of their 
assets from the additional volatility 
which might otherwise be associated 
with such investment strategies. The 
Commission and its staff intend to 
monitor closely the use of any such 
devices and valuation techniques, and 
will consider appropriate action against 
companies utilizing artificial or 
mechanical arrangements to stabilize 
net asset values. Such improper devices 
might include the use of prepayment or 
buy-back arrangements. 

Disclosure Responsibilities 

Because implementation of the 
Board's regulations will have a 
significant impact on the operations of 
any registered investment company that 
is or becomes within the purview of the 
regulations, the Commission believes 
that it would be materially misleading 
for the securities of any investment 
company to be offered for sale by a 
prospectus, including a Rule 434d (17 
CFR 230.434d) prospectus, which does 
not disclose: 

(1) The requirement of the Board's 
regulations to make the special deposit: 

(2) Either. 

(a) The short and long-term effect of 
the special deposits on yield, assuming 


share. In view of the facts that the first special 
deposit will not be required until May 1 . 196a and 
that existing "money market'' funds will be required 
to maintain a special deposit only on covered credit 
In excess of their bases, the Commission does not 
anticipate that such companies will experience 
difficulties In satisfying the special deposit 
requirement In a manner consistent with their 
•xemptive orders. 

M Any disclosure of average portfolio maturity 
calculated in this manner should Include s reference 
to the fact that the special deposit is being treated 
as a cash item with a maturity of zero days. 
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the existence of conditions requiring 
such deposits, or 

(b) a statement that the investment 
company will not be required to make 
the special deposit; 

(3) In the case of an open-end 
management company, the investment 
company's policy with respect to the 
maintenance of a continuous offering of 
its securities and the potential effect of 
future sales on the yield to investors in 
view of the special deposits required by 
the Board's regulations; and 

(4) Any other material inconsistencies 
with policies or operations as disclosed 
in the current prospectus. 

The Commission believes that 
affected investment companies should 
amend their prospectuses as soon as 
practicable, and would not object to 
amendment of the prospectus by the use 
of a Rule 424(c) 117 CFR 120.424(c)) 
"sticker.” In addition, the Commission 
will not object to use of the current 
prospectus to sell securities during the 
time required to amend the prospectus 
as herein discussed provided that such 
time is no longer than necessary. 

The Commission also will consider it 
to be materially misleading for any 
prospectus, or any sales literature 
containing yield information, to omit 
disclosure of the effect, if any, of the 
special deposit requirement on a 
company's yield (og.. the effect that new 
sales of shares or accrued interest 
income may have upon future yield to 
investors). 

Investment Advisory Fees 

To the extent a "money market" 
fund’s assets are held by a Federal 
Reserve Bank as a special deposit, such 
assets need not be subject to investment 
supervision by the company's 
investment adviser to the same degree 
required with respect to other assets of 
the company. Although the percentage 
of a company's assets subject to the 
special deposit requirement may be 
relatively small, the dollar amount of the 
investment advisory fee attributable to 
such assets may be significant While 
the Commission recognizes that 
investment advisory fees may often 
compensate an investment adviser for 
services other than investment advice, it 
nevertheless believes that the 
investment advisers and the boards of 
directors of "money market" funds, 
consistent with their fiduciary 
responsibilities under the Act, should 
consider the appropriateness of 
adjusting investment advisory fee 
schedules in recognition of the existence 
of the special deposit requirement. In 
this regard, the implications of the 
special deposit will be most significant 
to a new "money market" fund with a 


zero base. The necessity, in the 
Commission's view, for adjusting fee 
schedules will depend upon a 
consideration of ail relevant facts and 
circumstances. However, at a minimum, 
the boards of directors of "money 
market" funds should give careful 
consideration to this matter. 

Conclusion 

The Commission has instructed its 
staff to monitor the manner in which 
companies subject to the special deposit 
requirement address the matters 
discussed herein, and to advise the 
Commission with respect to its findings. 

By the Commission. 

Shirley E. Hollis. 

Assistant Secretary. 

March 14.108a 

[FR Doc. SO-SMO Filed WWft *45 am) 
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17 CFR Parts 270 and 274 

IRelease No. IC-11086) 

Periodic Payment Plan Certificate 
Holders of Right of Withdrawal 

agency: Securities and Exchange 
Commission. 

action: Final rule.__ 

summary: The Commission today is 
adopting a technical amendment to the 
form which provides the notice to 
periodic plan certificate holders of their 
right of withdrawal with respect to 
periodic payment plan certificates. The 
revised notice permits clearer disclosure 
of the various charges which have been 
deducted prior to the sending of the 
notice when the certificate holder has 
made a number of monthly payments or 
their equivalent as an initial investment 
EFFECTIVE DATE: April 23, 1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 
Mark Mackey. Esq., Marsha Gilman, 
Investment Company Act Study Group, 
Division of Investment Management, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
500 North Capitol Street Washington, 
D.C. 20549, (202) 272-3036. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Commission today adopted a technical 
amendment to form N-27F-1117 CFR 
274.127f-l) contained in rule 27f-l (17 
CFR 270.27M] under the Investment 
Company Act of 1940 (15 U.S.C. 80a-l et 
seq.) ("Act"), which is the notice 
required to be sent to periodic payment 
plan certificate holders informing them 
of their right to withdraw from such plan 
within 45 days from the date of such 
notice. The amendment clarifies the 
charges which have been deducted prior 
to the sending of the notice when the 


certificate holder has made a number of 
payments as an initial Investment. This 
amendment was developed by the 
Division of Investment Management's 
Investment Company Act Study Group 
in the context of its re-examination of 
the regulation of investment companies. 

Discussion 

Contractual plans are periodic 
payment plans for accumulating 
particular securities in which purchasers 
agree to invest a specific sum of money, 
usually monthly, for a period of years. 1 
Generally, one-half of these certificate 
holders' first 12 monthly payments or 
their equivalent are deducted as a 
"front-end" sales load. 

In 1970, Congress—having found that 
"over half of all contractual plan 
investors fail to complete their payments 
on schedule and thus usually pay 
excessive sales charges" 1 —adopted 
section 27(f) (15 U.S.C. 80a-27(f)). in 
part, to establish a period of 45 days in 
which a certificate holder may surrender 
his certificate and receive a specified 
refund. Section 27(f), in part, requires 
that notice of this right of withdrawal 
and a statement of charges to be 
deducted from the projected payments 
on the certificate must be mailed to each 
certificate holder by the custodian bank 
for such plan within 60 days of the 
certificate's issuance. That section, in 
part also authorizes the Commission to 
make rules specifying the method, form, 
and contents of such notice. 

Accordingly, in 1971 the Commission 
promulgated form N-27F-1 under the 
Act, the notice to periodic payment plan 
certificate holders of the 45-day 
withdrawal right with respect to 
periodic payment plan certificates. 1 
Having reviewed the form, the 
Commission has determined to make a 
technical modification of its text. 

The Commission recognizes that the 
form's existing language may be 
confusing to a certificate holder who has 
made the equivalent of more than one 
monthly payment as an initial 
investment in the plan. Accordingly, it 
hereby amends the second paragraph of 
the form and certain related instructions 
thereto. The Commission believes that 
no other modifications of form N-27F-1 


•The terra “periodic payment plan certificate** La 
defined in section 2(aX27) (IS UAC «0a-2(a)(27)]. 
•Sen. Rep. No. 184. Slat Con*., lit Seta. 9 (1909). 
investment Company Act Release No. 8000 (Jul 
2.1971), 38 FR 13134 Qul IS. 1971). which was 
technically amended in Investment Compeny Ad 
Release No. 7152 (May 2.1972). 37 FR 9990 (May IB. 
1972). 
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are necessary or appropriate at this 
time. 4 

Authority, Effective Date 

The Commission amends form N-27F- 
1 pursuant to sections 6(c) and 36(a) of 
the Act (15 U.S.C. 60a-6(c) and 80a- 
37(a)] and section 27(f) of the Act The 
Commission considers this amendment 
to be a technical, rather than a 
substantive, modification. Accordingly, 
it fmd9 that notice and procedures 
specified under 5 U.S.C. 553 are 
unnecessary. 

The amendment shall be effective 
April 23,1980. 

Text of Amended Rule 

The Commission hereby amends 17 
CFR Chapter !! as follows: 

PART 270—RULES AND 
REGULATIONS, INVESTMENT 
COMPANY ACT OF 1940 

1. By revising Form N-27F-1 in 
paragraph (d) of § 270.27f-l to read as 
follows: 

# 270.271-1 Notice of right of withdrawal 
required to be mailed to periodic payment 
plan certificate holders and exemption 
from section 27(f) for certain periodic 
payment plan certificates. 

• • • • • 

(d) • • • 

Form N-27F-1 Notice to Periodic 
Payment Plan Certificate Holders of 45- 
Day Withdrawal Right With Respect to 
Periodic Payment Plan Certificates 

Important 

(Date of mailing) 

Re:-(1)- 

Dear-(2)-: This notice is required 

to be sent to all purchasers of plan 
certificates pursuant to laws administered by 
the U.S. Securities and Exchange 
Commission. You should read it carefully and 
retain It with your financial records. 

Of the $-(3)-you have paid on your 

-(4)-plan, representing-(5)- 

regular montly payments, $— (6)-or 

-(7)-percent has been deducted for 

various charges* 

(The following sentence is to be included 
when any periodic payment remains 
outstanding in which the sales load charges 
exceed 9 percent of such payment.] 

A total of $-(8)-or-(9)- 

percent of your first-(10)-monthly 

payments will be deducted from those 
payments for similar charges. 

Charges of $-(11) or-(12)- 

percent will be deducted from each 


* In view of the obvious significance of sn 

investor's decision of whether to withdrew from a 
plea sod the lock of any express snti-fraud 
provisions to section 27(f) of the Act the 
Commission wiQ consider any deviation from the 
exact text mandated by emended form N-27F-1 ss a 
very serious matter warranting appropriate 
enforcement action. 


subsequent payment. You have until-(13) 

— to surrender your certificate for any 
reason and receive a refund of all of the 
charges which have been deducted from your 
payments, and. In addition, the value of your 
account on the date your certificate is 
received. 

In determining whether or not to exercise 
your right you should coniider, among other 
things, the projected cost of your investment 
end your ability to make the scheduled 
payments over the life of your plan as they 
become due. Your plan provides for —(14) 

-payments of $-(15)-per-(16) 

-, or total payments of $-(17)-, If 

you made all of the scheduled payments over 
the full term of your plan, the total deductions 

would be S-(18)-or an effective 

charge of-(19)-percent of your total 

payments. However, if you do not complete 
your program, the deduction of various 
charges from your initial payments will result 
in your paying effective charges in excess of 
that rate. For a more complete description of 
the charges deducted under your plan 
carefully review your prospectus. 

If you wish to exercise your right of 
withdrawal, return your plan certificate to 

-(20)-by-(21)-in accordance 

with the enclosed instructions. 

Very truly yours, 

-( 22 )-. 

Instructions for Use of Form N-27F-1 

General instructions. A. The notice shall be 
legible and shall be printed or typed on letter- 
size paper. It shall be in modern type at least 
as large as 10*point modern type. All type 
shall be leaded at least 2 points. 

Parenthetical references should be completed 
In accordance with the Itemized Instructions 
below and need not be underlined or 
boldfaced. 

B. The notice shall bear the letterhead of 
the sender and the mailing dale. An 
inconspicuous reference to the form number 
may appear on the notice. 

Itemized Instructions. Insert the following 
in the corresponding numbered spaces on 
Form N-27F-1. 

(1) The name of the plan end the account 
number of the certificate holder. An 
additional internal record keeping reference 
may also be included at the option of the 
sender. 

(2) The name of certificate holder or an 
identification such es “Investor'* or 
"Planholder.** 

(3) The total amount paid by the certificate 
holder as of the date of the mailing. 

(4) The name of the plan. 

(5) The number of regular monthly 
payments or their equivalent made by the 
certificate holder as of the date of mailing. 

(6) The total amount deducted for all 
charges from the amount paid by the 
certificate holder as of the date of the 
mailing. 

(7) The percentage that the total charges 
set forth in Item (6) ore of the total payments 
included under Item (3) above. 

(8) The total dollar amount of all charges 
scheduled to be deducted from the payments 
made by the certificate holder before tho first 
regular payment upon which there would be 
a reduction In the rate of the applicable sales 


charge below 9 percent of the certificate 
holder's gross payment. 

(9) The percentage that the total charges 
set forth in Item 8 are of the total payments 
Included under Instruction 8 above. 

(10) The number of regular monthly 
payments reouired to be made before the rate 
of the sales charges deducted from such 
regular payment is reduced to less than 9 
percent of the certificate holder’s gross 
psyment. 

(11) The dollar amount of the charges to be 
deducted from each payment made by the 
certificate holder after the first regular 
payment upon which there would be a 
reduction in the rate of the applicable sales 
charge below 9 percent of the certificate 
holder's gross payment If a portion of the 
payments is used for the purchase of 
completion insurance, the amount 
attributable thereto shall not be included as a 
charge and the following phrase shall be 
added: “Apart from insurance premiums 
based upon the amount of coverage in effect 
it the time of payment" 

(12) The percentage that the amount of the 
churges set forth in Item 11 are of the amount 
of the payment included under instruction 11 
above. 

(13) The date which is 45 days from the 
date on which the notice will be mailed. 

(14) The number of monthly or quarterly 
payments provided for under the plan. 

(15) The dollar amount of each scheduled 
periodic payment to be made by the 
certificate holder. 

(16) The period (e g., month, quarter) for 
which payments ore scheduled to be made 
tmder the plan. 

(17) The dollar amount of total payments 
scheduled to be made over the full term of the 
plan by the certificate holder. 

(18) The total dollar amount of all charges 
scheduled to be deducted over the full term of 
the plan. 

(19) The percentage that the total charges 
as set forth in Item 18 ore of the total 
payments scheduled to be made by the 
certificate holder over the full term of the 
plan. 

(20) The name end address of the custodian 
bank or other person authorized to accept 
surrendered certificates. 

(21) The date which is 45 days from the 
date on which the notice will be mailed. 

(22) The name of a responsible officer of 
the sender with his title. 

PART 274— FORMS PRESCRIBED 
UNDER THE INVESTMENT COMPANY 
ACT OF 1940 

2. By amending { 274.127f-l to read as 
follows: 

#274.1271-1 Form N-27F-1, notice to 
periodic payment plan certificate holders of 
45-day withdrawal right with respect to 
periodic payment plan certificates. 

This form is to be reproduced by the 
Issuer or any depositor of or underwriter 
for such issuer and will not be available 
at the Securities and Exchange 
Commission. For required text of the 
form see paragraph (d) of # 270.27f-l of 
this chapter. 
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By the Commission. 

George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary . 

March 14.1960. 

{PR Doc 80-4554 Wed 3-10-80 445 a») 

billing COOC 8010-41-41 


DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 

18 CFR Part 292 

(Oocktt No. RM79-54 J 

Small Power Production and 
Cogeneration Facilities—Qualifying 
Status 

agency: Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission. DOE. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: The Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission hereby adopts 
regulations that implement section 201 
of the Public Utility Regulatory Policies 
Act of 1978. These rules set forth criteria 
and procedures by which small power 
producers and cogeneration facilities 
can obtain qualifying status to receive 
the rate benefits and exemptions set 
forth in the Commission's rules 
implementing section 210 of PURPA. 
which were issued on February 19.1980 
(45 FR12214. February 25,1080). 
EFFECTIVE DATE March 13.1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT! 

Ros» Ain. Office of the General Counsel. 825 
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington. D C 
20428. (202) 357-8446. 

Bernard Chew, Office of Electric Power 
Regulation. 400 First Street. NE^ 
Washington, D.C, (202) 378-9264. 
lames Ulet, Office of Regulatory Analysis. 

825 North Capitol Street, NE.. Washington. 
D.C 20428, (202) 357-8158. 

Adam Wenner, Office of the General 
Counsel. 825 North Capitol Street. NK.. 
Washington. D.C. 20428. (202) 357-9338. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION! 

March 13. 1980. 

Section 201 of the Public Utility 
Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 (PURPA) 
mandates that the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission (Commission) 
prescribe rules under which small power 
production facilities and cogeneration 
facilities can obtain "qualifying" status, 
and thus become eligible for the rotes 
and exemptions set forth in the 
Commission's rules implementing 
section 210 of PURPA. 

Section 201 of PURPA* * defines a 
"small power production facility" as a 
facility which: 

* Section 3(17){ A) of the Federal Power Ad 


(1) Produces electric energy solely by the 
use. as a primary energy source, of biomass, 
waste, renewable resources, or any 
combination thereof, and 

(2) Has a power production capacity which, 
together with any other facilities located at 
the same site (as determined by the 
Commission), Is not greater than 80 
megawatts. 

A cogeneration facility Is defined as a 
facility which produces electric energy 
and steam or forms of useful energy 
(such as heat) which are used for 
industrial, commercial, heating, or 
cooling purposes.* 

Thus, cogeneration facilities 
simultaneously produce two forms of 
useful energy, namely electric power 
and heat. Cogeneration facilities can use 
significantly less fuel to produce 
electricity and steam (or other forms of 
energy) than would be needed to 
produce the two separately. By using 
fuels more efficiently, cogeneration 
facilities can make a significant 
contribution to the Nation's effort to 
conserve its energy resources. 

Small power production facilities as 
defined in the Act use biomass, waste, 
or renewable resources, including wind, 
solar energy and water, to produce 
electric power. Reliance on these 
sources of energy can reduce the need to 
consume fossil fuels to generate electric 
power. 

Prior to the enactment of PURPA. a 
cogenerator or small power producer 
seeking to establish interconnected 
operation with a utility faced three 
major obstacles. First, a utility was not 
generally willing to purchase the electric 
output or was not willing to pay an 
appropriate rate. Secondly, some 
utilities charged discriminatorily high 
rates for back-up service to cogenerators 
and small power producers. Thirdly, a 
cogenerator or small power producer 
which provided electricity to a utility's 
grid ran the risk of being considered an 
electric utility and thus being subjected 
to extensive State and Federal 
regulation. 

Sections 201 and 210 of PURPA are 
designed to remove these obstacles. 

Each electric utility is required under 
section 210 to offer to purchase 
available electric energy from 
cogeneration and small power 
production facilities which obtain 
qualifying status under section 201 of 
PURPA, and to provide back-up power 
and other services to such facilities on a 
non-discriminatory basis. For such 
purchases, electric utilities are required 
to pay rates which are just and 
reasonable to the ratepayers of the 
utility, which are in the public interest 


•Section 3{18MA) of the Federal Power Act 


and which do not discriminate against 
cogenerators and small power 
producers. Section 210(e) of PURPA 
provides that the Commission can 
exempt qualifying facilities from State 
regulation regarding utility rates and 
financial organization, from Federal 
regulation under the Federal Power Act 
(other than licensing under Part I)* and 
from the Public Utility Holding Company 
Act. Finally, under section 206(c)(3) of 
the Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978 
(NGPA). the Commission may exempt 
qualifying cogeneration facilities from 
the incremental pricing program under 
Title II of the NGPA. 

In this rulemaking, the Commission 
sets forth requirements for qualifying 
cogeneration and small power 
production facilities and procedures by 
which such facilities may obtain 
qualification. Rules implementing 
section 210 of PURPA have been 
prescribed in Docket No. RM79-55.* 

Any qualifying facility is eligible for 
the exemptions set forth in Subpart F of 
this part of the Commission's regulations 
immediately upon issuance of these 
rules. With regard to the rate benefits 
for qualifying facilities found in Subpart 
C of this part, however, the statute 
provides that the State regulatory 
authorities and nonregulated electric 
utilities will have up to one year to 
implement the Commission's rules. 
Therefore, the latest date by which 
qualifying facilities will be eligible to 
receive these PURPA-derived rate 
benefits is February 19,1881. 

I. Procedural History 

On June 27,1979. the Commission 
issued proposed rules in this docket 4 to 
determine which cogeneration and small 
power production facilities may become 
"qualifying" cogeneration or small 
power production facilities under 
section 201 of PURPA. 

Public hearings on RM79-54 were held 
In San Francisco on July 23,1979, 
Chicago on July 27,1979, and 
Washington. D.C. on July 30,1979. 
Written comments were also received. 

On October 18,1979, the Commission 
issued a Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
Under Section 210 of PURPA in Docket 
No. RM79-55. 1 On October 19,1979, the 
Commission made available its 
preliminary Environmental Assessment 
(EA) of the proposed rules in Docket 
Nos. RM79-54 and RM79-55. 

In a Request for Further Comments, 9 
the Commission requested further public 

• 18 GFJL Part 292. Subparti A, C. D and F; 45 FR 
12214 (Feb. 25, I960) 

• 44 FR 38672 (July 3.1979). 

•44 FR 81190 (Oct 24.1979). 

•44 FR 61977 (Oct 29.19791 
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comment on both proposed rules, and on 
the findings set forth in the preliminary 
EA. In order to obtain the data, views, 
and arguments of interested persons, the 
Commission Staff held public hearings 
in Seattle on November 19,1979. in New 
York City on November 28.1979, in 
Denver on November 30,1979. and in 
Washington. D.C. on December 4 and 5, 
1979. The Commission also received 
written comment. All of the comments 
were considered in the formulation of 
this final rule. 

II. Summary 

These rules set forth criteria and 
procedures by which cogeneration and 
small power production facilities can 
obtain qualifying status to receive the 
rate benefits and exemptions set forth in 
the Commission*! rules implementing 
section 210 of PURPA. 

The rules in this docket permit 
qualification without a need for specific 
Commission action. They also make 
available an optional procedure under 
which, should it prove desirable, a 
facility can gain certification as a 
"qualifying facility.** For qualifying 
small power production facilities, the 
efficiency standards contained in the 
proposed rule have been eliminated, and 
the permitted level of oil, natural gas 
and coal use for startup, testing, fiame 
stabilization, and operation during 
outages of the primary energy supply 
system has been increased and the form 
of that requirement has been simplified. 
For qualifying cogeneration facilities, 
efficiency standards still must be met by 
certain new facilities using oil or gas. In 
addition, certain operating standards 
have been adopted for purposes of 
assuring that a qualifying cogenerator is 
a bona fide cogenerator. 

III. Section-by-Section Analysis 

1292301 Scope 

Section 292.201 describes the scope of 
Subpart B of the Commission*! rules. 
Subpart B provides the criteria for and 
manner of qualification of small power 
production and cogeneration facilities. 

§ 292302 Definitions 

This section contains definitions 
applicable to this subpart of the 
Commission's rules. 

Paragraph (a) defines "biomass" as 
any organic material not derived from 
fossil fuels. The proposed rule defined 
"biomass" as plant materials which are 
obtained from cultivation, or harvested 
from naturally occurring vegetation 
without significant depletion of the 
resource. Commenters recommended 
that the Commission expand the 
definition to include any organic 


material not derived from fossil fuels. 
The commenters stated that most 
studies dealing with energy recovery 
from organic material other than fossil 
fuels have included municipal (and most 
industrial) solid waste within the more 
general category of biomass. 

The Commission agrees with the 
commenters who urged the Commission 
to expand the scope of this definition. 
The Commission observes that applying 
a narrow definition of biomass might 
hinder development of small power 
production facilities between 30 
megawatts and 80 megawatts in 
capacity. Use of a definition of biomass 
which includes by-products of the 
manufacturing, harvesting, and growing 
of agricultural products, including wood, 
will enable a greater number of small 
power producers between 30 and 80 
megawatts to take advantage of the 
exemption from State law and 
regulation regarding rates and financial 
organization of electric utilities and from 
the Public Utility Holding Company Act. 
as provided in subpart F of this part of 
the Commission's rules. 

One commenter questioned whether 
the Commission meant to include peat 
within the definition of biomass. The 
Commission wishes to clarify this point 
by stating that peat is included in the 
definition of biomass for purposes of 
this subpart 

Paragraph (b) defines "waste" as any 
by-product materials other than 
biomass. In most instances, waste is a 
by-product of fossil fuels. Examples of 
waste Include petroleum coke, refinery 
gas. and plastics. 

Paragraph (c) defines "cogeneration 
facility'* as equipment used to produce 
electric energy and forms of useful 
thermal energy (such as heat or steam), 
used for industrial, commercial, heating, 
or cooling purposes, through the 
sequential use of energy. 

Several commenters requested 
clarification of the applicability of the 
Commission's rules to cogeneration in 
the residential sector. The issue arises 
because of the absence of any explicit 
mention of residential energy use in the 
statutory language. The Commission's 
definition of cogeneration facility tracks 
the statutory language in that residential 
use is not specifically identified. 

The Commission intends that 
residential sector cogeneration be 
included. The Commission believes that 
the phrase "heating, or cooling 
purposes" applies to any industrial, 
commercial, or residential heating or 
cooling purpose. The Commission has 
not found anything in the legislative 
history of PURPA which suggests that 
the terms "industrial" and "commercial" 
were intended to modify "heating, or 


cooling**. Separate mention of 
"residential** use is unnecessary 
because heating and cooling adequately 
encompass the residential use of 
thermal energy. In the industrial sector, 
thermal energy in the form of process 
steam is used as an Input to many 
industrial processes. The separate 
identification of industrial and heating 
uses is necessary since not all industrial 
uses of thermal energy are for heating or 
cooling purposes. In addition, in many 
instances, commercial heating purposes 
include heating of residential apartment 
buildings, so that the exclusion of 
residential heating and cooling from this 
program would be difficult to 
accomplish even if such purpose were 
within the realm of statutory 
construction. 

Sequential Use 

Several commenters recommended 
that the Commission define 
cogeneration as the "combined” or 
"joint" production of heat and power. 
However, the terms "combined" or 
"joint" production of heat and power do 
not fully describe the cogeneration 
process. The final rules contain an 
explicit requirement for the sequential 
use of energy in cogeneration facilities. 
This means that rejected heat horn a 
power production or heating process is 
used in another power production or 
heating process. It is precisely this 
"cascading" use of energy in sequential 
processes that gives rise to the energy 
conserving characteristic of 
cogeneration. 

By adding the phrase "through the 
sequential use of energy" to the 
definition of cogeneration facility, the 
Commission makes explicit what was 
intended in the proposed rule. The 
discussions in the proposed rule relating 
to topping and bottoming-cycle 
cogeneration and the efficiency 
standards were expressed in the context 
of sequential use. Many commenters 
apparently recognized this fact and, in 
their discussions of alternative 
efficiency standards, compared 
hypothetical cogeneration systems to 
reference cases of noncogeneration, 
separate production of heat and power. 
Additionally the explanation of 
supplementary firing in the proposed 
rules implied that energy inputs other 
than supplementary firing would have to 
flow through both a thermal and a 
power production process. The explicit 
mention of sequential use is therefore 
not a new requirement; it is a 
clarification of intent. 

Several comments filed in this 
rulemaking in response to the 
Commission’s November 9,1979 Interim 
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Rule 7 raised questions about how the 
sequential use concept would apply in 
certain situations. One commenter noted 
that many industries commonly route 
steam directly from their boilers to 
processes without expansion in a 
turbine. This practice is simply the 
raising of process steam; it is not 
cogeneration. The fact that some other 
.“.team from the same boiler is routed to 
cogeneration equipment does not mean 
that all steam from the boiler is used for 
cogeneration. The coincident raising of 
process steam relates to the 
cogeneration rules in two ways. First, 
any energy expended in raising such 
steam should not be entered into any 
pffidency calculations. Secondly, 
natural gas used for raising process 
steam is not rendered exempt from 
incremental pricing solely because the 
boiler may also supply steam for 
cogeneration. 

A commenter also questioned the 
applicability of the sequential use test to 
a combustion turbine coupled with a 
waste heat recovery boiler. The 
commenter noted that the boiler could 
not capture all of the heat in the turbine 
exhaust and thus not all of the turbine's 
power could be said to be sequential 
The Commission does not adopt this 
interpretation. The high efficiency of 
combustion turbine/waste heat recovery 
boilers derives from the fact that a 
substantial quantity of waste heat is 
recovered. The Commission does not 
require that all heat be recovered. 

Strictly speaking, some of the available 
thermal energy in a steam turbine 
cogeneration system is lost (due to 
pressure drop in piping along with 
convective and radiative heat losses) 
before the steam is delivered to a useful 
process. As long as any applicable 
efficiency and operating standards are 
met. the Commission is not concerned 
with energy losses within the system. 

A final issue concerning the definition 
of a cogeneration facility involves 
combined-cycle electric generation 
plants. Such plants burn gaseous or 
liquid fuels in a combustion turbine and 
use the turbine exhaust to raise steam. 
The steam is directed through a fully 
condensing steam turbine. Only 
electricity is produced, albeit through 
the sequential use of energy. The 
Commission is of the opinion that 
combined-cycle electric generation 
plants are not cogeneration facilities, 
since only one form of energy is 
produced. 


f Interim Rule for Qualification of Gat-fired 
Centra Hon Facilities for Purpoaet of the 
Incremental Pricing Program. 44 FR *5744 (Nov. 15. 


In paragraph (d), the Commission has 
added the definition of “topping-cycle 
cogeneration facility'* which is a 
cogeneration facility in which the energy 
input to the facility is first used to 
produce power, and the reject heat from 
power production ia then used to 
provide useful heat. 

Paragraph (e) has been added to 
define a “bottoming-cyde cogeneration 
fadlity" as a cogeneration facility in 
which the energy input to the system is 
first applied to a useful heating process, 
and the residual heat emerging from the 
process is then used for power 
production. 

The Commission has added paragraph 
(f). which defines “supplementary firing" 
as an energy input to the cogeneration 
facility used only in the thermal process 
of a topping-cycle cogeneration facility, 
or only in the electric generating process 
of a bottoming-cyde cogeneration 
fadlity. 

The distinguishing characteristic of 
supplementary firing as defined here ie 
that none of the energy is used 
sequentially. In topping cydes, 
supplementary firing is commonly 
practiced by introducing natural gas or 
oil into the hot exhaust of a combustion 
turbine. The turbine exhaust will 
typically have suffident oxygen to 
support combustion of the added fuel. 
The resulting heat can either be used 
directly in a high-temperature direct 
heat application or used to raise process 
steam. Supplementary firing is also 
possible in steam turbine cogeneration 
facilities, through reheat of steam which 
exists from a turbine. In all cases, the 
added energy la not used to produce 
power as well as useful thermal energy. 

In a bottoming-cyde cogeneration 
fadlity. supplementary firing can be 
used to increase the output of the power 
production equipment by firing 
additional fuel in the thermal process 
exhaust. Again, the added energy is not 
used sequentially for both power 
production and a thermal process. 

Commission recognizes that there will 
be questions as to the application of the 
standards of this subpart to complex 
fadliUes which may contain 
combinations of topping and bottoming- 
cyde cogeneration equipment The 
optional procedure for qualification 
under { 292.207 is available specifically 
to help any cogenerator who wishes 
darification as to whether his fadlity 
would qualify. 

Paragraph (g) adds the definition of 
"useful power output" of a cogeneration 
fadlity as the electrical or mechanical 
energy made available for use* exclusive 
of any such energy used in the power 
production process. Although electric 
power output is required of a qualifying 


fadlity. any additional mechanical 
power may be taken into account in 
determining "useful power output". 

Paragraph (h) has been added to 
define "useful thermal energy output" of 
a topping-cycle cogeneration fadlity as 
the thermal energy made available for 
use in any industrial or commercial 
process, or used in any heating or 
cooling application. 

The proposed rules contained a 
definition of the "useful energy output of 
a thermal process." The term was 
intended to reflect the heat actually 
used in a thermal process rather than 
heat made available for use. The 
proposed term found application in 
proposed effidency standards for both 
topping and bottoming cycles. Only a 
few commenters mentioned the 
proposed term, but they did raise 
serious questions about the feasibility 
(and desirability) of performing the 
necessary calculations. It was argued 
that computation of the "useful energy 
output of a thermal process" in 
accordance with the proposed definition 
would be difficult and would yield 
unintended results—particularly in the 
case of bottoming cydes. 

The Commission notes that in its final 
rules the efficiency of bottoming-cyde 
facilities is evaluated only with respect 
to supplementary firing. No evaluation 
of effidency Is now required for the 
thermal process of a bottoming cycle. 

For new topping-cyde facilities 
burning natural gas or oil. however, the 
degree to which heat is recovered and 
put to use remains a concern. The final 
rules contain a definition of "useful 
thermal energy output" which eliminates 
the problems of the proposed 
terminology. Under the new definition, 
in the case of industrial or commercial 
process use of thermal energy, the 
thermal energy made available for use 
in the process may be considered useful 
thermal energy output of a cogeneration 
facility. Thus an industrial process 
which uses steam or heat need not be 
analyzed for the purpose of determining 
what fraction of the energy delivered to 
the process is actually put to use. 

In the case of space heating and 
cooling, water heating, and related 
heating and cooling applications, a 
cogeneration facility's useful thermal 
energy output is the energy actually 
used in the application. For example, a 
cogeneration fadlity may consist of a 
combustion turbine with exhaust heat 
recovery used for space heating. In this 
example, the useful thermal energy 
output would be the heat recovered from 
the exhaust and actually used far space 
heating, dot all of the heat available in 
the exhaust 
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Paragraph (i) defines “total energy 
output" of a topping-cycle cogeneration 
facility as the sum of the useful power 
output and useful thermal energy output 

Paragraph (j) defines the term "total 
energy input" as the total energy of all 
forms supplied from external sources, 
other than supplementary firing, to the 
facility. 

The total energy input to a 
cogeneration facility includes all fuels 
and renewable resources used in the 
facility. Energy taken from one part of 
the facility and used in another part of 
the cogeneration process does not meet 
the test of being supplied from an 
external source. For example, boiler 
feedwater pumping, heating, and de¬ 
aerating are energy uses internal to the 
cogeneration facility and are not to be 
considered as either energy inputs or 
energy outputs. 

The Commission has added the 
definition of natural gas in paragraph (k) 
as it is defined in the Natural Gas Act 
which is natural gas unmixed, or any 
mixture of natural gas and artificial gas. 
This is intended to cover natural gas 
supplied by any natural gas company as 
defined in the Natural Gas Act or any 
distribution company selling natural gas. 
As a result the efficiency standards 
under 8 292.205 only apply with respect 
to the natural gas so defined and do not 
apply with regard to any synthetic gas 
which is unmixed in the pipeline, or 
mixed by the end-user, such as coke 
oven gas, blast furnace gas, or gos 
derived from coal or shale oil. 

The definition of "oil" has been added 
in paragraph (1) to mean crude oil 
residual fuel oil. natural gas liquids, or 
any refined petroleum products. This 
definition does not include refinery-off 
gas, petroleum coke, or other waste 
products of the refinery process. 

Finally, the Commission has provided 
in paragraph (m) that, for purposes of 
this subpart, in the case of energy in the 
form of natural gas or oil, energy input is 
to be measured by the lower heating 
value of such fuel. 

In the proposed rules, energy inputs In 
the form of fossil fuels were to be 
evaluated in terms of the lower heating 
value of such fuels. A few commenters 
took issue with the use of lower heating 
values and recommended that higher 
heating values be specified in the final 
rule. 

Lower heating values were specified 
in the proposed rules in recognition of 
the fact that practical cogeneration 
systems cannot recover and use the 
latent heat of water vapor formed In the 
combustion of hydrocarbon fuels. By 
specifying that energy input to a facility 
excludes energy that could not be 
recovered, the Commission hoped that 


the proposed energy efficiency 
standards would be easier to 
understand and apply. The Commission 
also wished to a apply a standard that 
would be more uniform in the treatment 
of natural gas and oil. Owing to the 
difference in chemical composition, 
more latent unrecoverable heat is lost 
in the combustion of gas as compared to 
oil. The Commission did not wish 
indirectly to make qualification more 
difficult for natural gas-fired 
cogeneration facilities by requiring a 
higher level of sensible heat recovery. 

The commenters opposing the use of 
lower heating values generally argued 
that customary practice is to use higher 
heating values. The Commission does 
not find this argument compelling. Both 
heating values of fuels can easily be 
found in handbooks. Moreover, if a 
cogenerator wishes to use the higher 
heating value of fossil fuel inputs for 
computing efficiency, the Commission 
has no objection. Any facility qualifying 
with efficiency so computed would 
certainly qualify under the more lenient 
rules set forth. As a result, the 
Commission does not believe it 
appropriate to change this aspect of the 
proposed rule in this final rule. 

8 292.203 General requirements for 
qualification. 

The proposed rule provided that any 
person seeking qualifying status for a 
facility had to initiate discussions with 
the utility with which it wishes to 
Interconnect and file an application with 
this Commission. The proposed rule set 
forth the contents of an application for 
certification which included technical 
information describing the facility, a 
summary of discussions required to be 
held between the applicant and the 
affected electric utility, and a 
description of the equity ownership of 
the facility. In addition, a small power 
producer was required to provide 
information about its primary energy 
source and its location. A cogenerator 
was required to submit information 
describing the energy input and output 
of the facility in both the heat engines 
and thermal processes. 

The majority of comments favored 
eliminating the filing requirement either 
for all qualifying facilities or for specific 
classes of qualifying facilities. Several 
commenters suggested that the 
complexity, delays, and uncertainties 
created by a case-by-case qualification 
procedure would act as signficant 
economic disincentive to owners of 
smaller facilities. Other commenters 
recommended exempting smaller 
facilities, such as facilities with an 
aggregate electrical capacity of up to 250 
or 500 kW. from formal filing 


requirements. A utility • stated that the 
application procedure does not serve 
any party or the public's interest. This 
commenter preferred to see regulations 
on an "exception" basis where the 
utility. State regulatory authority or 
other interested party could object to the 
granting of qualifying status. 

The Commission finds substantial 
merit in these comments. The 
Commission believes the initiation of 
purchase and sale arrangements, 
pursuant to Subpart C of this part of the 
Commission's rules, will necessitate the 
flow of information between potential 
qualifying facilities and affected electric 
utilities. The Commission therefore 
notes that the requirements contained in 
the proposed rule both for discussions 
between a potential qualifying facility 
and the utility with which it wishes to 
interconnect and for the filing of 
substantial information with this 
Commission are not necessary. 

For example, one commenter • 
suggested modifying the pre-application 
negotiation requirements to require that 
an applicant initiate discussions with 
the utility prior to filing if the 
cogenerator or small power producer is 
intending to negotiate an individual 
contract However, if the applicant 
merely wants to establish his eligibility 
for an already-published rate schedule 
for qualifying facilities, this commenter 
claims that there would be nothing to 
negotiate, and thus no reason to require 
that discussions be held. It was asserted 
that notification to the utility at the time 
of application would suffice in such 
cases. The Commission believes that 
this is what would and should happen 
without any requirement from the 
Commission. In addition, the 
Commission believes that, as a practical 
matter, an electric utility, which is 
notified by a qualifying facility that it 
wishes to interconnect with the utility in 
order that the utility may purchase the 
power produced by the facility, will 
need to know the nature of the 
qualifying facility's expected purchases 
and sales so as to be able to arrange 
safe and reliable interconnected 
operation at apjpropriate rates. 

As a result, the requirement for case- 
by-case qualification has been 
eliminated. Section 292.207(a) of this 
rule provides that any small power 
production or cogeneration facility 
which meets the requirements for 
qualification set forth in that section is a 
qualifying facility. 

However, the Commission has 
provided an optional procedure in 
8 292207(b) of this rule whereby an 


• Pacific Gas And Electric Company. 
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application for Commission certification 
of qualifying status may be filed at the 
discretion of the owner or operator of 
the facility. 

There was some confusion in the 
comments as to who actually qualifies 
under this program. The facility qualifies 
and that entitles the owners and 
operators of the facility to receive the 
benefits of qualification under this part. 
The benefits of qualification under this 
part, however, are only with respect to 
the qualifying facility. For example, the 
owner or operator of a qualifying 
cogeneration facility is entitled to 
require the utility to sell power to his 
qualifying facility in compliance with 
the terms of 8 292.305 as implemented 
by the State regulatory authority. The 
owner or operator has no entitlement to 
require such rate treatment for the 
utility's sales to other facilities he may 
own or operate which are not qualifying 
facilities. Similarly, his sales to the 
utility will be exempt under Subpart F of 
this part from certain Federal and State 
regulation only to the extent the sales 
are from a qualifying facility. 

i 292203(a) Small power production 

facilities. 

Section 292.203(a) provides that a 
small power production facility is a 
qualifying facility if it meets three 

criteria. 

The first requirement is that the power 
production capacity of the facility, 
together with the capacity of any other 
facilities that use the same energy 
resource and are owned by the same 
person and are located at the same site, 
may not exceed 80 megawatts. The 
method by which the capacity is 
determined is described in this preamble 
under 8 292.204. 

The second requirement is that the 
primary energy source of the facility 
must be biomass, waste, renewable 
resources, or any combination thereof. 
This means that more than 50 percent of 
the total energy input must be in these 
categories. In addition, the aggregate use 
of oil, natural gas. and coal by the 
facility niay not exceed 25 percent of its 
total energy input during any calendar 
year. These fuel use criteria are 
discussed further in 8 292.204(b). 

Thirdly, a small power production 
facility will not be eligible for qualifying 
status if more than 50 percent of the 
equity interest in the facility is held by 
an electric utility or public utility 
holding company or any person owned 
by either. Section 292.206 describes this 
ownership test in greater detail. 

One commenter raised the question as 
to whether a facility is included within 
the definition of a small power 
production facility in the statute, and 


hence the Commission's regulations, if 
the facility is only part of the process of 
producing electric energy; namely, 
raising steam. This commenter produces 
steam using municipal solid waste, 
which steam is then sold through an 
adjoining wall to an electric utility to 
run through a turbine and produce 
electricity. In a sense, this facility 
indirectly produces electric energy. It is 
unclear to the Commission how this 
steam-raising facility would benefit from 
the regulations under section 210. It is 
not selling electric energy to the utility, 
it may be buying some electric energy 
from the utility; and it seems unlikely 
that it would be subject to electric utility 
regulation. Therefore, the Commission 
does not. at this time, see the need to 
allow qualification for these kinds of 
facilities, without judging as to whether 
the Commission could allow such 
qualification under the statute. 

8 292.203(b) Cogeneration facilities . 

Section 292^03(b) provides that, with 
the exception of new diesel 
cogeneration facilities, a cogeneration 
facility may be a qualifying facility if it 
satisfies two requirements. First, it must 
meet the same ownership test as that 
required for a small power production 
facility. Secondly, it must meet any 
operating and efficiency standards 
described in 8 292.205(a) and (b). 

In addition, cogeneration facilities 
which wish to qualify for the 
incremental pricing exemption permitted 
under Title U of the Natural Gas Policy 
Act of 1978 (NGPA) and Part 282 of the 
Commission's rules must meet the 
requirements stated in 8 292.205(c). 

Section 201 of PURPA provides that 
'‘a 'qualifying cogeneration facility' 
means a facility which—(i) the 
Commission determines, by rule, meets 
such requirements (including 
requirements respecting minimum size, 
fuel use, and fuel efficiency) as the 
Commission may, by rule, 
prescribe * * Several comments 
contended that the statutory language 
requires the Commission to establish 
standards relating to all of the 
mentioned criteria. The legislative 
history of this section indicates that the 
phrase “as the Commission may • * •" 
was added in conference; it did not 
appear in either the House or Senate 
bill. 10 The plain meaning of the 
provision, as adopted by the Conferees, 
is that a qualifying cogeneration facility 
must meet requirements that the 
Commission, in its discretion, 
establishes. These may, but need not. 


*S«e Comparative Print to RIL 4018. Public 
Utility Regulatory Policies Act 72, 95th Cong.. 2d 
Se&s. (1978). 


include requirements respecting 
minimum size, fuel use. and fuel 
efficiency. 

The Commission received numerous 
comments from utilities recommending 
that oil- and natural gas-fired 
cogeneration facilities not be considered 
eligible for qualifying status. These 
commenters generally argued that 
encouragement of such facilities would 
be contrary to Congressional intent and 
national energy policy. Comments were 
also received expressing strong support 
for the policy presented in the proposed 
rule, which did not impose a restriction 
on oil and natural gas use. 

The Commission believes the policy 
expressed In the proposed rules is 
consistent with Congressional intent 
and national energy policy. Had 
Congress not intended that the benefits 
of qualifying status be extended to oil- 
and natural gas-fired cogeneration 
facilities, the statute or Joint 
Explanatory Statement of the Committee 
on Conference (Conference Report) 
would have contained a restriction on 
fuel use similar to that which is 
provided for small power prpducers. The 
Congress knew that cogeneration 
facilities typically use natural gas and 
oil. In addition, the Natural Gas Policy 
Act of 1978 contains an express 
exemption from the incremental pricing 
program for natural gas used in 
qualifying cogeneration facilities, which 
further indicates Congressional 
recognition that cogeneration facilities 
use natural gas. 

Thirdly, the Congress enacted the 
Powerplant and Industrial Fuel Use Act 
(P1FUA) at the same time as PURPA. 
PIFUA provides authority to the 
Secretary of Energy to restrict the use of 
oil and gas in cogeneration facilities. 
Therefore, the Commission does not 
believe it necessary or appropriate to 
require an additional layer of fuel use 
regulation on technologies which the 
Commission is charged with 
encouraging and for which another 
agency has authority to restrict fuel use. 

The Commission also notes that the 
findings in section 2 of PURPA 
specifically require “a program 
providing for * * * increased 
efficiency in the use of facilities and 
resources * * To the extent that oil- 
end natural gas-fired cogeneration 
facilities provide for more efficient use 
of these resources, the Commission 
believes that the benefits of qualifying 
status should be extended to them. 

Some of the comments stated that 
permitting qualifying cogeneration 
facilities to use oil, especially in diesel 
engines, will use up available air quality 
increments, thereby preventing the 
conversion of large utility oil-fired 
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boilers to coal. As noted above, the 
Commission believes it is not proper to 
address this fuel use issue within the 
context of this program. However, the 
Commission has not made a final 
determination regarding the 
environmental effects of new diesel 
cogeneration facilities, and is therefore 
including in these regulations an interim 
exclusion from qualification of this 
technology until work on an 
environmental impact statement has 
been completed. 

S 292.203(c) Interim exclusion . 

Section 292.203(c) provides that 
pending further Commission action, any 
cogeneration facility which is a new 
diesel cogeneration facility may not be a 
qualifying facility. A new diesel 
cogeneration facility is described as a 
cogeneration facility which derives its 
useful power output from a diesel 
engine, the installation of which began 
on or after March 13.1980. 

Through the issuance of these rules 
and the rules implementing section 210 
of PURPA. the Commission intends to 
carry out the legislative mandate to 
provide encouragement to the energy 
technologies included within the 
program. The Commission is required 
under the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (NEPA) to take the 
environmental effects of this 
encouragement into account. The 
Commission has circulated and received 
public comment on a preliminary 
Environmental Assessment (EA) of 
these rules which was issued on 
October 19.1979. 

(See Appendix I) 

Environmental Findings 

The identification of the 
environmental effects associated with a 
“major Federal action" 11 is not 
ordinarily a difficult task. These effects 
typically are those associated with the 
construction and operation of a 
particular project in which the Federal 
government is playing a major role, such 
as by funding or licensing. In contrast, 
these rules and the rules implementing 
section 210 of PURPA do not authorize 
or fund any particular projects; 
moreover, they do not authorize or 
forbid the use of certain fuels. Instead, 
they provide certain economic 
incentives to. and remove other 
disincentives (/.*.. assurance of a market 
for electrical production and exemption 
from utility regulation) from certain 
classes of technologies. It is important to 
note that, even without these rules, 
these technologies have been, and 


" Section 102(2)(c) of the National Environmental 
Policy Act of I960, Pub. L 91-190. 


would continue to be, utilized. The 
environmental effects associated with 
this "base-case" level of development 
cannot be ascribed to these rules. 
Instead, the proper way to isolate and 
identify the effects of these rules is to 
predict the "base-case" (no PURPA) 
level of development, and determine the 
environmental effects of that level of 
development, and compare it to the 
effects of the projected development 
with these rules in place. Under this 
approach, any changes from the base- 
case review are properly classified as 
effects of these rules. 

The first step used in determining the 
environmental effects of these rules was 
to compare, by region, representative 
electric utility rates with the cost of 
generating electricity by use of a 
qualifying facility. This comparison 
established which technologies would 
be economically viable. Next, the costs 
of generating electricity by the facility 
were compared to an estimate of 
utilities' avoided costs on a regional 
basis. If. by receiving the avoided cost 
for its output, a facility would operate 
economically, it was considered to have 
been "PURPA-induced." Avoided cost is 
the maximum price inducement under 
this program. 

For technologies which would, as a 
result of PURPA. be economic, regional 
levels of market penetration were 
established on the basis of site 
availability and manufacturing 
capability. Finally, the environmental 
effects associated with the predicted 
level of development were calculated. 

The Environmental Assessment 
accompanying this order describes the 
environmental effects associated with 
all of the types of technologies 
encompassed in section 201 of PURPA. 
The quantitative effects associated with 
the predicted market penetration of each 
technology were then estimated. 

The Environmental Assessment 
includes an extensive market- 
penetration analysis of each technology 
eligible for qualification under the 
Commission's proposed rules and of the 
aggregate of all of these technologies. 
Since the proposed rules took the 
broadest view of which technologies 
would be eligible for qualification, the 
analysis covers all technologies, which, 
under the statute, may be eligible for 
qualification. On the basis of this 
analysis, the Commission has estimated 
the amount of capacity expected to be 
induced on a regional and national basis 
through January 1,1995. assuming the 
broadest implementation of this 
program. 

This analysis shows that this program 
may result In the construction of 12,000 
MW of new capacity by qualifying 


facilities by 1995. and the reduction in 
utility construction of 10,000 MW of new 
capacity. It also indicates a possible fuel 
savings in 1995 of 40,000 bbl/day of oil, 
40,000 bbl/day equivalent of natural gas, 
and 120.000 bbl/day equivalent of coal, 
as the use of renewable resources 
increases, and more efficient use is 
made of both renewable and non- 
renewable resources. 

The Environmental Assessment finds 
that there will be both adverse and 
beneficial environmental effects 
associated with this program. Some of 
the technologies produce certain air 
emissions, water effluents, and other 
environmental effects. However, 
material and thermal by-products of 
industrial, commercial agricultural and 
other activities that would otherwise 
contribute to environmental degradation 
will be consumed or otherwise utilized 
in the production of useful energy under 
this program. 

In addition, the Environmental 
Assessment indicates that utilities will 
be able to defer or cancel construction 
of certain facilities, originally scheduled 
for construction between 1986-1995. 
These deferrals or cancellations are 
expected to include some eleven 500 
MW coal-fired steam plants, one 1,000 
MW nuclear plant, a number of 75 MW 
gas turbines, and certain large scale 
hydropower and combined cycle 
installations. The environmental 
impacts associated with the 
construction and operation of these 
facilities would be avoided. 

Finally, the market-penetration 
analysis in the Environmental 
Assessment indicates that the incentives 
provided by this program will not 
significantly affect the development of 
some technologies while they will 
significantly encourage others. For 
example, it appears that this program 
will significantly encourage small 
hydroelectric power development. 

Water power project Impacts are 
usually site-specific and localized, with 
no cumulative impact on a national 
basis, and few impacts of regional 
significance. The Commission notes that 
hydroelectric projects in almost all 
cases must be licensed by the 
Commission. License applications are 
evaluated on a case-by-case basis to 
determine the significance of the 
environmental impacts and the need for 
a site-specific E1S. In addition, impacts 
of individual projects on a waterway 
may be cumulative, and the Commission 
reviews each project in relation to 
others on the waterway under the 
"comprehensive development" standard 
of section 10(a) of the Federal Power 
Act. Therefore, even though only the 
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general nature of the kinds of 
environmental effects can be evaluated 
in this programmatic environmental 
assessment of national scope, 
requirements of the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1909 
(NEPA) will be met as each application 
is Hied. 

For certain other technologies, the 
level of environmental effects 
associated with the PURPA-induced 
market penetration of these technologies 
will not approach a significant level in 
the near term. 1 * The Commission will 
monitor the PURPA-induced market 
penetration of these technologies 
carefully. 

In the public comments, evidence was 
presented indicating that the 
environmental consequences of 
qualifying new diesel cogeneration may 
be significant in the near term, in certain 
geographic areas, even with a moderate 
level of market penetration. Therefore, 
the Commission believes that it is 
appropriate to delay action on 
qualification of new diesel cogeneration 
until completion of an EIS. The 
Commission will circulate a draft EIS 
within the next month and conclude its 
analysis within 90 days of circulation. 

The Commission acknowledges the 
difficulties in identifying the levels of 
the environmental effects associated 
with the programmatic encouragement 
and deregulation of various types of 
technologies as are present under this 
program. There are. of course, a great 
number of uncertainties In any such 
analysis. However, the Commission is 
required under NEPA to assess these 
effects to the fullest extent possible. 

On the basis of its environmental 
review, the Commission has made the 
following findings in its Environmental 
Assessment: 

—The program, taken as a whole, will not 
have a significant impact on the quality of the 
human environment within the meaning of 
section 102 of NEPA The Commission also 
has noted certain beneficial environmental 
impacts that may result from this program. 

—Where the expected market penetration 
of technologies which could qualify under 
this program is not expected to cause any 
"ignificant environmental effect! in the near 
terra, the Commission will allow qualification 
of these technologies without delay. 

—Where a technology is expected to cause 
significant environmental effects in the near 
term, an EIS covering the technology will be 
prepared and considered before the 
Commission acts on qualification. 

—The Commission is establishing a 
monitoring program to alert the Commission 
to the likelihood or extent of market 
penetration by technologies which qualify 
under this program. This is designed to 


"See Figure* 3 through 7 in the Environment*! 
Aifteuovent. 


produce Information that may be relevant to 
taking appropriate environmental protection 
action in the future before the program 
reaches a stage of investment or commitment 
to implementation likely to determine 
subsequent development or restrict later 
alternatives. 

§ 292.204(a) Criteria for qualifying 
small power production facilities . 

Section 292.204 sets forth qualification 
requirements for small power 
production facilities. Paragraph (a) 
Implements the statutory requirement 
that the power production capacity of a 
small power production facility not 
exceed 80 megawatts at any site. In 
order to implement this limitation, the 
proposed rules provided that the 
capacity of all facilities which use the 
same energy resource, are owned by the 
same person, and are located within one 
mile of each other be added together. 
Commenters recommended eliminating 
the site criterion because the important 
criterion is not siting but that facilities 
use alternate energy resources. The 
Commission recognizes the difficulty in 
prescribing site criteria for purposes of 
calculation of the size of the facility. 
However, the Commission is obligated 
under the statute to limit qualifying 
status for small power production 
facilities to those facilities which have 
“a power production capacity which, 
together with any other facilities located 
at the same site (as determined by the 
Commission), is not greater than 80 
megawatts.'* ,J 

In subparagraph (2}(i), the 
Commission defines **facilities located 
at the same site** as facilities located 
within one mile of the facility for which 
qualification is sought. Hydroelectric 
facilities (within this distance) are 
considered to be located at the same site 
only If the facilities use water from the 
same impoundment for power 
generation. The Commission views this 
additional provision for hydroelectric 
facilities as necessary because use of 
the one-mile rule alone might discourage 
the development of facilities on separate 
waterways which are within one mile of 
each other or of closely-spaced 
impoundments on an individual stream. 

The Commission also notes that in 
some instances hydropower resources 
may be developed without an 
impoundment. In this case, the one-mile 
rule would be the only factor in 
determining the size of a facility. 

In response to comments, the 
Commission has added subparagraph 
(2)(ii) which requires, for purposes of 
determining the distance between 
facilities, that any measurement shall be 
made from the electrical generating 


u Section 3(17)(A)(() of the Federal Power Act 


equipment of a facility. The comments 
noted that some facilities may include 
equipment for gathering energy to be 
used in the facility which may extend up 
to 8 number of miles from the generating 
facility. The Commission believes that 
the one-mile limit should be measured 
from the generating facilities. 

The proposed rule enabled an 
applicant to rebut the presumption that 
facilities located within one mile of the 
facility for which qualification is sought* 
using the same energy resource and 
owned by the same person, should be 
considered to be located at the same 
site. The Commission believes that the 
requirement to rebut the presumption 
was burdensome and confusing. 
Therefore, the final rule has been 
revised to enable a small power 
producer or cogenerator to apply to the 
Commission for a waiver for good cause. 

The proposed rule also contained a 
minimum size limit of 10 kW for 
qualification of small power production 
facilities. This proposal was based on 
the Commission's view that facilities 
smaller than 10 kW were unlikely to be 
economically viable, and that the 
administrative burden of arranging 
interconnected operation with them 
would be greater than the benefits they 
would provide to the system at this time. 
This proposal attracted considerable 
comment, both at the public hearings 
and in written recommendations. The 
majority of the comments objected to 
the minimum size provision and 
indicated that a number of facilities 
smaller than 10 kW are being built and 
that some units are presently 
commercially available. Commenters 
also stated that these facilities can be 
equipped with electrical protection 
equipment which permits safe 
interconnected operation. 

Several utilities, on the other hand, 
suggested raising the minimum size 
limit, arguing that small facilities are not 
cost-effective. The Commission notes 
that the rules implementing section 210 
of PURPA (Subpart C of this part) 
require that standard rates be provided 
for facilities up to 100 kW. Those rules 
together with the self-qualification 
provisions of these rules greatly ease the 
administrative burdens on all parties. 
The Commission also notes that the 
rules implementing section 210 of 
PURPA require that a qualifying facility 
is obligated to pay any interconnection 
costs assessed against it by the State 
regulatory authority or nonregulated 
electric utility. Since under these rules 
the utility is not obligated to incur any 
additional costs by reason of 
interconnected operation with these 
facilities, the minimum size limitation 
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has been eliminated to allow Individual 
decisions to govern whether or not to 
install these very small facilities. 

§ 292204(b) Fuel Use. 

Paragraph (b) sets forth fuel use 
requirements for qualifying small power 
production facilities. In the proposed 
rule, the term “primary energy source” 
was not defined. Several commenters 
noted this fact and asked that the final 
rules specify a definition for the term. 
Subparagraph (1) provides that the 
primary energy source of the facility 
must be biomass, waste, renewable 
resources, or any combination thereof, 
and more than 50 percent of the total 
energy input must be from these sources. 
The Commission notes that this 
requirement is not intended to force 
small power producers to continually 
monitor the energy input, but rather that 
reasonable estimates based on sampling 
methods are sufficient. 

Qualifying small power production 
facilities using biomass as a primary 
energy source are treated differently 
than are facilities using other resources 
for purposes of exemption from the 
Public Utility Holding Company Act and 
certain State law and regulation under 
section 210(e) of PURPA and under 
$ 292.602 of the Commission’s 
regulations. A further concern in 
determining a facility’s primary energy 
source is the treatment of mixtures of 
biomass and waste or renewable 
resources. Therefore, in subparagraph 
(1), the Commission specifies that any 
primary energy source which, on the 
basis of its energy content, is more than 
50 percent biomass shall be considered 
biomass. In other words, a qualifying 
facility may be considered biomass-fired 
if. on an estimated annual basis, at least 
half the energy input, exclusive of fossil 
fuel use, is biomass. 

The Commission expects that this rule 
will extend the benefits of the biomass 
exemption provisions to a broad range 
of facilities. For example, evidence 
presented in this rulemaking indicated 
that much more than half of the energy 
content in municipal solid waste is due 
to "organic material not derived from 
fossil fuels," or "biomass" under the 
Commission's definitions. Thus, a small 
power production facility fired with 
municipal solid waste may be 
considered a biomass facility. The same 
treatment applies to facilities fired with 
forest-Industry residues, sewage sludge, 
or peat. 

Another aspect of what constitutes 
"primary energy source” is a 
specification of what fuels may be used 
in addition to the primary energy source 
for purposes of ignition, startup, testing, 
flame stabilization and control, and 


during equipment outages and 
emergencies. 

Section 3(17)(B) of the Federal Power 
Act, as amended by section 201 of 
PURPA, provides that: 

“ ‘Primary energy source* mean* the fuel or 
fuels used for the generation of electric 
energy except that auch term does not 
include, as determined under rules prescribed 
by the Commission, in consultation with the 
Secretary of Energy— 

"(i) The minimum amounts of fuel required 
for ignition, startup, testing, (lame 
stabilization, and control uses, and 

“(il) The minimum amounts of fuel required 
to alleviate or prevent— 

"(1) Unanticipated equipment outages, and 

"JO) Emergencies, directly affecting the 
public health, safety, or welfare, which would 
result from electric power outages,** 

The proposed rule set forth limits for 
the allowable use of fossil fuels. Three 
separate standards were proposed: One 
for ignition, startup and testing: another 
for flame stabilization and control: and 
a third for fuel use during outages of the 
primary energy supply system. All of the 
proposed standards were set in terms of 
barrels of oil per year per megawatt of 
rated capacity. 

The comments filed on this section 
generally favored less restrictive fossil 
fuel limitations. Several commenters 
noted that standards written in terms of 
barrels of oil were imprecise, since the 
energy content of a barrel of oil is not 
constant. Other commenters argued that 
separate standards for startup, flame 
stabilization and outages were 
unnecessarily burdensome. Commenters 
claimed that some small power 
production technologies would be 
severely constrained by one of the 
standards, while requiring little or no 
fossil fuel for other purposes. 
Additionally, to the extent oil and 
natural gas remain more expensive than 
other energy sources available to small 
power producers, there is an economic 
disincentive to use oil and natural gas. 
Thus it was argued that a single 
standard for allowable fossil fuel use 
would be more equitable and workable 
when dealing with a number of types of 
facilities. The Commission has decided 
to adopt this recommendation. 

Many other commenters 
recommended that the Commission 
adopt alternative amounts of fossil fuel 
for use during outages and for other 
purposes. For the purpose of specifying 
the minimum amounts of fuel under 
clauses (1) and (il) of section 3(17)(B) of 
the Federal Power Act. the Commission 
adopts in this rulemaking the standard, 
recommended by several commenters, 
that no more than 25 percent of the total 
energy input during any calendar year 


may consist of fossil fuels—namely oik 
natural gas, and coal. 

With this simple rule, a qualifying 
facility can use up to the allowed 
quantity of fossil fuel for purposes 
specified in the statute. No question 
remains concerning what sort of primary 
fuel system supply outages are within 
the scope of the rule. Tho standard does 
require that a small power producer be 
able to estimate the energy content of 
the primary energy source. The 
Commission recognizes that for some 
energy sources, municipal solid waste in 
particular, energy content is not 
constant. As has been stated earlier, the 
Commission believes that reasonable 
estimates will suffice for purposes of 
this rule. Finally, it should be noted that 
the fossil fuel limitation applies only to 
small power production facilities. Some 
commenters apparently regarded the 
limitations as equally applicable to 
cogeneration facilities. This is not the 
case. 

Another issue raised by the proposed 
rule was the limitation of renewable 
resources to water used at existing 
dams. Commenters urged the 
Commission to expand the definition of 
renewable resources to include water 
used at new hydroelectric facilities. The 
Commission has reviewed the 
Conference Report and has determined 
that the conferees did not intend to 
restrict the term renewable resources to 
water used only at existing dams. The 
Commission believes that such an 
interpretation conflicts with the 
conventional use of the term "renewable 
resources” as including all hydroelectric 
sources, not just those using existing 
dams. Therefore, the Commission 
intends that the term renewable 
resources applies to water used at 
existing and new hydroelectric facilities 
of less than 80 megawatts. 

§ 292.205 Criteria for qualifying 
cogeneration facilities. 

S 292.205(a)(1) Operating standards for 
topping-cycle cogeneration facilities. 

In its Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, 
the Commission recognized the problem 
of distinguishing cogeneration facilities 
which achieve meaningful energy 
conservation from those which are 
merely "token” facilities, producing 
trivial amounts of either useful heat or 
power. In the proposed rules, the bona 
fide character of a facility was to be 
determined by minimum amounts of 
useful heat and power output 
The need for operating standards as a 
means of identifying bona fide 
cogeneration facilities drew 
considerable comment Some comments 
indicated that this formulation had the 
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effect of imposing energy efficiency 
requirements which are not appropriate 
for some technologies. Commenters 
stated that a much simpler test than the 
proposed standards would be adequate 
for the task. Two commenters suggested 
a simple test regarding the portion of 
energy developed in the form of useful 
heat or steam. One potential qualifying 
facility 14 suggested that: 

for geothermal energy cogeneration facilities, 
the energy utilization by the non-electric 
processes must average on an annual basis at 
least 5 percent of the energy consumption of 
the heat engine. 

Another commenter suggested "a 
minimum of 10% of the total steam 
generation must be used as steam send- 

out" li 

Generally, commenters did not oppose 
a requirement for distinguishing a bona 
fide cogeneration facility from 
essentially single purpose facilities, 
even while taking exception to the form 
and substance of the proposed 
efficiency standards. One commenter ,f 
stated: 

A significant portion of the steam, heat or 
energy available from the cogeneration unit 
should be used in an industrial commercial 
heating or cooling applications. The concept 
of an operator of a large thermal generating 

taking a tiny siSe stream out to heat a tool 
shed so that cogeneration could be claimed 
should be prohibited. 

The Department of Energy lf 
recommended the inclusion of a 
requirement that some minimal fractions 
of useful heat and power be produced 

Consequently, the Commission has 
decided that a simple means of 
identifying bona fide cogeneration 
facilities is appropriate. The bona fide 
test has been modified to specify only 
that a minimum proportion of the useful 
energy output be useful thermal energy 
output without regard to the energy 
input. The standard requires that at 
least 5 percent of a qualifying 
cogeneration facility's total energy 
output be in the form of useful thermal 
energy output. Compliance with this 
standard is to be based on estimated 
annual energy output 

Further, this basic bona fide test is 
applicable only to topping-cycle 
facilities. ’Tokenism" is of concern for 
bottoming-cycle facilities chiefly with 
regard to the opportunity for qualifying 
facilities to obtain exemption from 


14 Republic Geothermal. Inc. 

" Raytheon Corporation. 

'•Thia commenter. Potlatch Corporation, 
proposed at a test that at leaet 25 percent of the 
■team, or uevful energy, available be applied on an 
annual baaia la tnduetrial commercial, beating o t 
cooking uaea. 

’’The Economic Regulatory Adrainiatration. 


incremental pricing under the Natural 
Cas Policy Act Natural gas used by 
bottoming-cycle facilities (other than in 
supplementary firing), will as a general 
matter, be exempt from incremental 
pricing only to the extent that reject heat 
is utilized in power production. In view 
of these provisions, no separate bona 
fide test is necessary. 

1 292.205(a)(2)(i) Efficiency standards 
for topping-cycle facilities . 

The proposed rules set forth efficiency 
standards for oil- and gas-fired topping- 
cycle cogeneration facilities. The 
efficiency standards were composed of 
three separate criteria. The first criterion 
required, in effect, that no less than 20 

K rcent of the energy input to the facility 
converted to mechanical or electrical 
power. The second criterion specified 
that 45 percent of the heat rejected from 
the heat engine (a term used in the 
proposed rule to describe the power 
production process) be put to use in a 
thermal process. The final criterion 
required at least 00 percent of the energy 
input to the facility be used either as 
power or useful heat. 

Comments on the proposed efficiency 
standards criticized both their form and 
substance. Many commenters stated 
that the 20 percent efficiency criterion 
for heat engines was overly restrictive. 
These commenters pointed out that most 
steam turbines would not be able to 
meet the standard with conventional 
steam inlet and exhaust pressures. 

Many such steam turbine cogeneration 
systems would represent energy . 
efficient systems when compared to the 
standard practice of separate steam and 
electricity production. 

Fewer comments were directed 
toward the efficiency tests concerning 
heat recovery and overall efficiency. 

The comments that were made, 
however, indicated a need for revision. 
One commenter indicated that the heat 
recovery standard would exclude diesel- 
powered cogeneration facilities even 
though many such facilities would be 
highly energy efficient. Comments on the 
overall efficiency standards were mixed. 
One commenter suggested that the 
standard was too lenient. Another 
commenter recommended that the 
proposed 00 percent test be reduced to 
50 percent, although this commenter 
appeared to be principally concerned 
with the application of efficiency 
standards to the use of renewable 
resources and not to the use of scarce 
fuels. 

Five commenters addressed the 
question of efficiency standards for oil- 
end natural gas-fired cogeneration in a 
comprehensive manner by proposing a 
complete set of alternative standards. 


Four of these five commenters advanced 
proposals based on energy balance 
criteria, similar in theory to the 
proposed standards. A proposal by the 
New York State Energy Office closely 
resembled the proposed rule. Under this 
plan, individual tests for heat engine 
efficiency, heat recovery, and overall 
efficiency would still be required. The 
overall efficiency test would remain at 
GO percent, but the heat engine and heat 
recovery tests would be reduced to 10 
percent. This was the only comment in 
favor of maintaining separate efficiency 
standards for power production and 
heat recovery. The criticism of that 
scheme has caused the Commission to 
adopt an alternative efficiency standard 
which better takes into account the 
variety of technologies which qualify 
under this rule. The essential issue 
concerns the proper level of the overall 
efficiency standard which should be 
applied in individual cases. 

Three commenters proposed 
efficiency standards relating solely to 
overall efficiency. A utility 11 
recommended a single standard of 50 
percent overall efficiency, which was 
the most lenient standard suggested. 

This proposal furthermore, would be 
related to design efficiency and not 
actual or estimated operating efficiency. 
Another commenter ,f recommended a 
single standard of 65 percent overall 
efficiency. This standard would be 
slightly stricter than the first proposal 
discussed for all facilities except those 
producing predominantly either 
electricity or heat. Finally, the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts Office 
of Energy Resources proposed a 
standard which would weigh thermal 
energy with only half the value of 
electricity. 

The latter two comments are both 
supported by well-reasoned examples of 
cogeneration engineering practice. The 
Massachusetts proposal is relatively 
more stringent for facilities producing 
more heat than electricity, and more 
lenient for facilities producing much of 
their output as electricity. The basis for 
this proposal is a comparison of 

a deration systems based on steam 
ine, combustion turbine, and diesel 
engine prime movers with oil-burning 
non-cogeneration technology. 
Essentially, it is argued that any 
cogeneration facility meeting the 
proposed efficiency standard will be 
more efficient than any combination of 
separately generated electricity and 
steam using efficient, state-of-the-art 
technology. By requiring that the sum of 
useful power output and one-half the 


M Brooklyn Union Cat Company. 
"Mechanlal Technology Incorporated. 
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useful thermal output be greater than 45 
percent of the facility's energy 
consumption, this proposal would 
ensure that qualifying facilities produce 
heat and power more efficiently than a 
8500 Dtu/kWh combined cycle 
generating station and a 90 percent 
efficient process steam boiler. 

Moreover, this proposal appears to 
impact the various cogeneration 
technologies more equitably than the 
other proposed standards. The other 
proposals for required overall efficiency, 
by simply summinjz heat and power on 
an equal basis, make qualification 
relatively easy for steam turbine 
systems which produce little electricity. 
Cogeneration systems which produce 
high ratios of electricity to heat would 
be penalized with difficult heat recovery 
requirements. Yet the systems with high 
electricity to heat ratios have the highest 
"second law" energy efficiencies. 
Futhermore, a standard which is 
relatively lenient towards oil- and 
natural gas-fired steam cogeneration 
would encourage boiler fuel use of 
distillate oil and natural gas. 

The proposal of another commenter, 
although considered in detail, would 
impact different cogeneration 
technologies differently and would not 
give assurance of energy conservation.** 

In light of the foregoing 
considerations, the Commission has 
decided to adopt a standard in 
paragraph (a)(2)(f) similar to that 
proposed by the Massachusetts Office of 
Energy Resources as its standard for 
efficiency of new oil- and natural gas- 
fired topping-cycle cogeneration 
systems. This standard requires that for 
any topping-cycle cogeneration facility 
for which any of the energy input is 
natural gas or oil and the installation of 
which began on or after March 13, 

1980, * I 11 the useful power output plus one- 


**The efficiency standard proposed by thie 
commenter. the American Paper In*Mute, differed 
from ell others fundamentally in that en effective 
boat rite tee! waa required A qualifying 
cogeneration facility waa defined a* 

A cogeneration facility that for the electric energy 
produced Incrementally to steam or useful energy 
production: 

1. Uses less that 9,000 BTU of additional fuel per 
lulowaU hour and 

I Produo** more electric energy then it consume# 

And that at least twenty-five percent of the 
•teem, or useful energy, available ia applied on an 
annual beais In industrial commercial heating or 
cooling uses. 

II The preamble discusses new versus existing 
facilities. This ia expreseed In the regulations as 
"facilities, the Installation of which began on or 
after March 13, I960.** or before that date. The 
Commission views the beginning of installation aa 
the beginning of physical modification of the site or 
of pre-existing facilities Of coarse, any sharp line 
will create its own inequities end raise its own 
questions. The waiver provision of 1282.205<d) ia 
avails bis to redress those inequities, end the 


half the useful thermal energy output of 
the facility must be, during any calendar 
year, no lest than 42£ percent of the 
energy input of natural gas and oil to the 
facility. Tlie Commission adopted a 
value of 42£ percent rather than the 45 
percent recommended by the 
Massachusetts comments because, in 
the Commission's view, the 45 percent 
requirement appears overly restrictive 
for steam turbine cogeneration facilities 
in that very high boiler efficiencies 
would have been required However, if 
the useful thermal eneigy output of any 
such facility is less than 15 percent of its 
total energy output, the useful power 
output plus one-half the useful thermal 
energy output of the facility must be no 
less than 45 percent of the total eneigy 
input of natural gas and oil to the 
facility. 

Existing Versus New Cogeneration 
Facilities 

Although the Commission has found a 
compelling reason to impose efficiency 
standards on new oil and gas burning 
cogeneration facilities, the situation 
with respect to existing facilities is 
different Existing facilities are those for 
which the installation of the 
cogeneration equipment began before 
the Commission actions encouraging 
cogeneration under this program were 
finalized Presumably, such facilities 
would continue to be installed or 
operated using whatever fuels they are 
equipped to bum, with or without the 
incentives of PURPA. 

Allowing existing facilities to qualify 
will provide for more flexible operation 
of the facilities. Optimum efficiency of a 
cogeneration facility may be more easily 
approached through interconnected 
operation with an electric utility. 

Because of the foregoing considerations, 
denial of qualifying status would serve 
no useful purpose. 

Existing cogeneration facilities 
burning oil or natural gas were, in large 
measure, installed in an environment of 
lower fuel prices. Such facilities may not 
be able to meet the higher standards 
now reasonable for use of scarce fuels. 
Yet failure to meet standards intended 
for new facilities should not preclude 
entitlement to sell power to the utility 
and to receive the other rate benefits, as 
provided under Subpart C of these rules. 
In addition, the denial of exemption 
from regulation as an electric utility may 
discourage cogeneration at existing 
facilities. 

The Commission has decided against 
imposing any efficiency standards on 
existing facilities, regardless of energy 


optional procedure (or qualification undar 
I 292-20?(b) 1* available to anawar thoM quaatlona 


source. There is no assurance that 
imposing standards would result in fuel 
savings. The opposite result is more 
likely, if operating cogeneration 
facilities are denied the benefits of 
interconnected operation with an 
electric utility. Therefore, for any 
cogeneration facility, the installation of 
which began before the date the 
Commission's Anal rules in this docket 
were issued. March 13,1980, no 
efficiency standards are required for 
qualification, regardless of energy 
source or whether it is a topping or 
bottoming-cycle facility. 

Efficiency To Be Based Upon Projected 
AnnuaI Operation 

Several commcnters raised the issue 
of whether efficiency calculations 
should be based on rated performance 
characteristics or on expected 
performance over a period of time. Only 
half of the commenters that mentioned 
the issue took a position in favor of one 
means of computation or another. The 
balance of the commenters merely 
asked for clarification. 

The Commission is persuaded that the 
efficiency of a cogeneration facility 
operating at peak production of power 
and heat may not necessarily correlate 
with the efficiency which can be 
practically realized. A cogeneration 
facility which serves a highly variable 
heating load may seldom be operated at 
peak efficiency. The efficiency 
standards required for new oil or natural 
gas cogeneration facilities are intended 
to assure efficient use of these premium 
fuels. Use of optimum or design basis 
circumstances for determining efficiency 
would not satisfy the Commission's 
concern. A computation based upon 
projected or estimated annual 
operations will more closely reflect the 
facility's actual energy conservation 
potential 

The Commission realizes that 
estimates will be required in order to 
determine the efficiency of a facility not 
yet constructed. The Commission 
believes, however, that such estimates 
would routinely be performed prior to 
any decision to invest in cogeneration 
equipment No significant burden is 
therefore expected in determining a 
cogeneration facility's qualifying status. 

Why the Efficiency Standard Based on 
“Effective Heat Rates“ Was Not 
Adopted 

Evaluating the performance of a 
cogeneration facility in terms of the 
quantity of additional fuel used per 
kilowatt hour of electricity generated, 
above that needed for heating purposes 
alone, results in a standard known as 
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the "effective heat rate".“This form of 
efficiency evaluation has been widely 
used to compare cogeneration of 
electricity to conventional utility 
generation. For a typical backpressure 
steam turbine cogeneration facility the 
effective heat rate of electricity 
generation may be as low as 4500 BTU/ 
kWh—twice the efficiency of central 
station utility generation. 

The effective heat rate test has some 
serious drawbacks, however. The test 
looks only to the efficiency of electricity 
generation and ignores the balance of 
the cogeneration facility. While the 
effective heat rate of a topping turbine 
may be high, if only a small fraction of 
the energy produced is in the form of 
electricity, the overall system is 
essentially a boiler facility, and the 
aggregate energy conserved is minimal. 
Indeed, effective heat rates are most 
favorable for systems which produce 
little electricity and a large amount of 
steam. The effective heat rate is lower 
for combustion turbine and internal 
combustion cogeneration, as compared 
to steam, but such systems produce 
more electricity per unit of fuel used. 
When the efficiency of the entire system 
is computed in such a manner as to 
credit the quality as well as quantity of 
energy produced.“combustion turbine 
or internal combustion cogeneration 
systems consistently score higher than 
steam systems. Thus the effective heat 
rate test does not truly measure overall 
system efficiency, and is not an 
adequate measure of whether, in the 
aggregate, energy is conserved through 
cogeneration. 

i 292.205fa )(2)(ii) Topping-cycle 
facilities using energy sources other 
than oil or natural gas. 

In the final rule, the Commission has 
decided not to impose efficiency 
standards for qualification of topping- 
cycle cogeneration facilities using 
energy sources other than oil or natural 


n To compute a cogeneration facility's effective 
h#nt rate, an aaeumpOon ta made that the thermal 
output of the facility would have to be supplied to 
ocy event A certain quantity of fuel would be 
Reeded to satisfy the thermal load In the absence of 
«■ regeneration. For example, if a steam turbine 
^ping-cycle cogeneration facility were not 
Installed, a conventional steam boiler would raise 
the steam. With the lopping -cycle system, alightly 
more fuel is burned to raise steam at a higher 
pressure than la needed for the thermal process. The 
■team U expended In a turbine, generating 
electricity and exhausting steam at the proper 
pressure for the thermal process Effective heat rata 
ts computed by dividing the extra energy supplied to 
the facility by the electricity generated 
" A Btu of electricity, for example, U worth more 
than a Btu of low pressure steam. The steam may ba 
umk1 for heat, but it is not useful for lighting or 
operating a television eel The "Second Law 
efficiency" concept accurately reflects the 
usefulness of various forms of snsrgy. 


gag. The proposed rules contained 
standards for topping-cycle 
cogeneration facilities using energy 
sources other than coal or coal-derived 
fuels. The efficiency standards were 
proposed In response to two concerns. 
First, some energy sources may be 
viewed as limited in access. Use of such 
resources by one cogenerator deprives 
another, possibly more efficient 
cogeneration facility, of the opportunity 
to use the resource. Efficiency standards 
were proposed in order to ensure that 
the first cogenerator, to gain access to 
the resource, would build an efficient 
facility in the absence of an effective 
market for the resource. 

The second concern dealt with a 
means of distinguishing a bona fide 
cogeneration facility from a small power 
production facility with incidental 
recovery and use of steam or heat The 
Commission believed that some means 
was necessary to prevent small power 
production facilities from evading the 
statutory size limits. A standard setting 
forth minimum production of power and 
minimum recovery of heat was seen as a 
means of avoiding the qualification of 
"token" cogeneration facilities. 

Neither concern is, however, relevant 
to the use of coal as a primary fuel. Coal 
is not characterized by limited access 
and it cannot be used as a primary fuel 
by small power production facilities. 
Therefore, the proposed rule contained 
no efficiency standards for facilities 
fueled by coal. 

Most commentera addressing this 
question stated that the proposed 
standards were impossible to meet in 
many instances. More importantly, 
commenters questioned the basic 
rationale of applying efficiency 
standards. The limited access concept is 
complex, and some commenters missed 
the point, arguing that such resources 
are renewable or available in large 
quantity. 

EPA pointed out thst the degree to 
which limited access may affect the sort 
of facility constructed is unknown. The 
effects of limited access, if any. are 
likely to be site specific, and will vary 
with time. Even if these effects could be 
spelled out with certainty, the 
specification of appropriate efficiency 
criteria would be a difficult task at best. 
If a standard of thermal efficiency were 
set without detailed knowledge of both 
the technologies and patterns of 
resource development, the probable 
effect would simply be to stifle 
development of the resource. 

The Commission concludes that the 
proposed cure is far worse than the 
suspected ailment. In addition, as was 
stated in the discussion addressing the 
operating standards, the 5 percent 


minimum amount of useful thermal 
output standard will assure that these 
facilities are bona fide oogenerators 
under these rules. 

( 292.205(b) Efficiency standards for 
bottoming-cycle facilities . 

The proposed rule contained a two- 
part efficiency standard for bottoming- 
cycle cogeneration facilities. All 
facilities, except those using coal or 
coal-derived fuels, would have been 
required to meet the standards. The first 
part of the efficiency standard dealt 
with the heat engine. In order to qualify, 
a facility had to either convert 15 
percent of the reject heat from the 
thermal process to mechanical energy, 
or in the alternative, achieve 40 percent 
of the ideal Carnot efficiency with the 
working fluid temperatures experienced. 
The second part of the standard simply 
required an overall energy efficiency of 
GO percent for the entire facility. 

Numerous commenters were critical 
of the proposed standards. Although a 
number of issues were addressed, a 
common concern was the counter¬ 
productive nature of efficiency 
standards for bottoming-cycle 
cogeneration facilities relying on reject 
heat It was argued that because the 
heat would otherwise be wasted, 
efficiency standards would serve no fuel 
conservation purpose. The only effect of 
efficiency standards would be a 
limitation on the number of bottoming- 
cycle facilities which would be 
constructed. 

Moreover, many commenters noted 
that the overall energy efficiency 
standard of 60 percent was overly 
restrictive, and in fact meaningless in 
many instances. The overall energy 
efficiency, as defined in the proposed 
rule, would be determined by the 
efficiency of the bottoming-cycle heat 
engine and the efficiency of the 
industrial thermal process. Typically the 
latter efficiency is predetermined by the 
nature of the process and the design of 
the industrial plant When bottoming- 
cycle cogeneration equipment is added 
to an existing plant the efficiency of 
that plant's energy utilization is 
irrelevant to the effectiveness of the 
bottoming cycle. Furthermore, the 
measurement of overall energy 
efficiency required under the proposed 
rules would be difficult since such 
efficiency measurements are not a 
conventional practice. 

The Commission recognizes the 
validity of these comments, and has 
therefore eliminated efficiency 
standards for most bottoming-cycle 
cogeneration facilities. The final rule 
contains an efficiency standard for only 
those facilities with oil or natural gas 
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supplementary firing. The need for 
standards in this case was 
acknowledged by several commenters. 

When supplementary firing is used in 
a bottoming-cycle cogeneration facility, 
more than reject heat is used to generate 
electricity. Scarce fossil fuels can be 
introduced without the inherent 
efficiency advantages of sequential use. 
In order to restrict the potential for 
abuse, the Commission has adopted a 
simple efficiency test similar to that 
suggested by one of the commenters. 

The standard relates only to facilities 
installation u of which began on or after 
March 13,1980, and for which any of the 
energy input as supplementary firing is 
oil or natural gas. Paragraph (b)(1) 
specifies that the useful power output of 
the bottoming cycle must during any 
calendar year, be no less than 45 
percent of the energy input of natural 
gas and oil for supplementary firing. The 
Commission notes that the fuels used in 
the thermal process "upstream" from the 
bottoming-cycle facility’s power 
production system are not considered in 
this efficiency test. The use of the lower 
heating value, consistent with the 
proposed rules, is advantageous to 
cogenerators in that the latent heat of 
combustion water cannot be effectively 
recovered by any practical bottoming- 
cycle technology currently foreseeable. 

{ 292.205(c) Exemption from 
incremental pricing. 

One of the incentives for cogeneration 
is found not in PURPA but in the Natural 
Gas Policy Act of 1978 (NGPA). In 
section 206(c). the Commission is given 
the discretion to exempt qualifying 
cogeneration facilities from its 
incremental pricing program developed 
under Title II of the NGPA. 

On September 28,1979, the 
Commission issued final rules 
implementing the incremental pricing 
provisions of the Natural Gas Policy Act 
of 1978. 14 These rules provide, among 
other things, that natural gas used by “a 
qualifying cogeneration facility* *' shall be 
exempt from the incremental pricing 
provisions of the NGPA. “A qualifying 
cogeneration facility is defined in the 
regulations as a cogeneration facility 
which meets the requirements 
prescribed by the Commission pursuant 
to section 201 of the Public Utility 
Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 
(PURPA).* 7 


14 In the case of bottoming-cycle cogeneration In 
which electric generating equipment is retrofitted to 
existing sources of industrial reject beat, the date at 
which installation begins is the date on which the 
retrofit is begun. 

" IS CFR Part 282. 44 FR S7226 (Oct 5.1979). 

* 18 CFR 282.201(a) 

•MS CFR 2BZ2m[e). 


In this paragraph, the Commission has 
set forth the requirements for exemption 
from incremental pricing. Paragraph 
(c)(1) allows that any topping-cycle 
cogeneration facility which is a 
qualifying facility under f 292.203(b). 
and, if not already required to do so, 
meets the operating and efficiency 
standards under paragraphs (a)(1) and 
(2)(i) of this section, or is a qualifying 
facility under Subpart E of this part, may 
obtain an exemption from incremental 
pricing for its natural gas use. 

Paragraph (c)(2) enables natural gas 
used in bottoming-cycle cogeneration 
facilities and which is not exempt from 
incremental pricing under Subpart E of 
this part to obtain exemption under this 
subpart to the extent that reject heat 
emerging from the useful thermal energy 
process is made available for use for 
power production. The Commission 
feels that these requirements adequately 
reflect the goal of PURPA to encourage 
the efficient use of energy by 
cogeneration facilities. To the extent 
that a facility makes available its reject 
thermal energy to produce power, the 
Commission believes it should obtain 
the benefit of exemption from 
incremental pricing. 

The Commission does not intend for 
this subpart to interfere with any 
exemptions provided under Subpart E. 
Therefore, paragraph (c)(3) provides that 
any person who obtained an exemption 
under Subpart E is not affected by this 
provision. 

Paragraph (c)(4) provides that natural 
gas used for supplementary firing in any 
cogeneration facility is not eligible for 
exemption from incremental pricing 
under this subpart. However, natural 
gas used for supplementary firing of a 
bottoming-cycle facility would be 
exempted under the Commission's 
Order No. 49-A. to the extent that the 
facility generates electricity which is 
sold to a utility.” 

When the final regulations under 
Phase II of incremental pricing take 
effect and the Commission can then 
better assess their implications, the 
Commission may wish to revise the 
exemptions from incremental pricing to 
cogeneration facilities, including the 
exemption provided in the Interim Rule 
under Subpart E. 

{ 292.205(d) Waiver. 

This paragraph provides that the 
Commission will consider waiving any 
of the standards described above upon a 
showing that the facility will produce 
significant energy savings. 


**Se« Order No 49-A. taaued December 27,1979. 
In Docket No. RM79-14. 45 FR 21 (Jen. 2.1900). 


S 292.206 Ownership criteria . 

Section 292.206 is designed to 
implement the statutory requirement 
that a qualifying small power production 
facility or cogeneration facility must be 
owned by a person not primarily 
engaged in the generation or sale of 
electric power (other than electric power 
solely from cogeneration facilities or 
small power production facilities). 
Regarding this provision, the 
Commission notes that the Conference 
Report states that- 

(e)lectric utilities may participate in an 
entity which owns such (qualifying small 
power production or cogeneration) facilities 
with other persons, and such entity could 
qualify under these definitions. 

The test of this case Is whether the entity 
which owns the facility is primarily engaged 
In the generation or sale of electric power 
other than in connection with its ownership 
of the cogeneration facilities or small power 
production facilities.” 

Thus, either directly or through a 
subsidiary company, an electric utility 
could participate in the ownership of a 
qualifying cogeneration or small power 
production facility. 

Several commenters noted that under 
a literal interpretation of the Conference 
Report’s statement, several electric 
utilities could form a subsidiary which 
owned small power production or 
cogeneration facilities. Such a 
subsidiary would constitute an entity 
which is not primarily engaged in the 
generation or sale of electric power 
other than in connection with its 
ownership of cogeneration or small 
power production facilities. Under such 
an interpretation, the subject facilities 
would be eligible to receive qualifying 
status. 

The Commission believes, however, 
that the thrust of section 201 of PURPA 
is to limit the advantages of qualifying 
status to cogeneration and small power 
production facilities which are not 
owned primarily by electric utilities or 
their subsidiaries. The proposed rule 
provided that if. based on the proportion 
of ownership by electric utilities, public 
utility holding companies, or 
subsidiaries of either, more than 50 
percent of the entity which owns the 
cogeneration or small power production 
facility is comprised of these electric 
utility interests, then the facilities are 
not qualifying facilities. This language 
has been incorporated into these final 
rules; the comments on this section 
provided no sufficient reasons in the 
Commission's judgment for changing the 
percentage. 


■Conference Report on HR. 4018. Public Utility 
Regulatory Potldea Act of 197B, H. Rep. No. 1750, S9. 
95th Cons- 2d Sen. (1978). 
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The Commission emphasizes the fact 
that nothing in this program limits the 
extent of utility ownership or operation 
of cogeneration or small power 
production facilities. The Commission 
notes the statement in the Conference 
Report that: 

... it is also the intention of the conferees 
that the definition of "qualifying cogeneration 
facility" and "qualifying small power 
production facility" will not be construed as 
prohibiting or discouraging electric utilities 
from cogenerating.* 

Utilities may not. however, qualify for 
the benefits under this program if their 
ownership interests exceed the limits set 
forth in this rule. 

Both the provisions in section 
3(17)(C)(ii) and 3(18)(BJ(ii) of the Federal 
Power Act. as amended by section 201 
of PURPA. use the term person In 
describing who may own a qualifying 
cogeneration facility and qualifying 
small power production facility. The 
Commission has incorporated the 
ownership criteria under this section of 
the regulations and has used the term— 
person —found in the statute. 

A few commenters questioned 
whether a municipality (or any other 
agency or instrumentality of State or 
Federal government) falls within the 
definition of the term “person" as used 
in definitions (17) and (18) in section 3 of 
the Federal Power Act. It is the 
Commission's view that the term 
‘ person." for purposes of qualifying 
under this program, does include 
municipalities (or any other agency or 
instrumentality of State or Federal 
government). This view is supported by 
case law in which the courts have 
treated municipalities and other units of 
State and Federal government as 
persons under other sections of the 
Federal Power Act. See. e.g., United 
States v. Public Utilities Commission of 
California . 345 U.S. 295 (1953): and New 
England Power Co. v. FPC, 349 F.2d 258 
(1st Cir. 1965). The cases touching on the 
issue of these agencies as persons are 
very expansive (see the California 
Public Utility Commission decision 
cited above which was decided by the 
Supreme Court in 1953). Therefore, 
under past practice, the Commission and 
the courts have not interpreted “person" 
to exclude a municipality or other unit of 
State and Federal government from the 
benefits of any action of the Federal 
Power Act. 

In addition, in that there is no 
indication that the Congress meant to 
deny qualification to these agencies or 
instrumentalities, the Commission finds 


M Conference Report on HJt. 4016. Public Utility 
Regulatory Polkitt Act of 1978. H. Rep No. 1750, 
«Mh Cong.. 2d Se*«. (1978). 


no policy grounds for denying these 
agencies or instrumentalities qualifying 
status. Therefore, both as a matter of 
law and as a matter of policy, the term 
“person" as used in section 3(17)(C)(ii) 
and 3(18](B)(U) includes these agencies 
or instrumentalities. The effect of this is 
to allow these agencies or 
instrumentalities the opportunity to 
participate in this program if they 
otherwise meet the standards for 
qualification set out in this subpart. 

{ 292.207 Procedures for obtaining 
qualifying status. 

This section sets forth the procedures 
for obtaining qualifying status. 

Paragraph (a)(1) provides that a small 
power production facility which meets 
the criteria for qualification set forth in 
i 292.203 is a qualifying facility. As 
discussed above, the Commission has 
eliminated the mandatory case-by-case 
qualification procedure contained in the 
proposed rule. 

Paragraph (a)(2) requires any owner 
or operator of a facility qualifying under 
paragraph (a)(1) to furnish notice to the 
Commission. The contents of the notice 
shall contain the Information required of 
ah applicant for qualifying status in 
paragraph (b)(2)(i) through (b)(2)(iv) 
described below. The Commission is 
requiring such notice for purposes of 
monitoring the market penetration of 
qualifying facilities, in compliance with 
its responsibilities under the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969. as 
previously discussed in this preamble. 

Paragraph (b) provides an optional 
procedure whereby the owner or 
operator of a small power production 
facility moy. should it prove desirable, 
file an application with this Commission 
for certification that the facility or 
cogeneration facility is a qualifying 
facility. The application must contain 
enough information to enable the 
Commission to make an accurate finding 
that the facility should or should not be 
certified. 

Specifically, paragraph (b)(i) through 
(v) provides that each application must 
contain the name and address of the 
applicant and the location of the facility, 
a brief description of the facility 
including a statement indicating 
whether such facility is a small power 
production facility or a cogeneration 
facility, the primary energy source used 
or to be used by the facility, the rated 
power production capacity of the 
facility, and the percentage of 
ownership by electric utilities, or public 
utility holding companies, or by any 
person owned by either. 

Applications by owners or operators 
of small power production facilities 
must also contain the location of the 


facility in relation to any other small 
power production facilities within one 
mile of the facility owned by the 
applicant which use the same energy 
resources, and information identifying 
any planned usage of natural gas. oil or 
coal . 

An application by a cogenerator must 
contain the date installation facility 
commenced, a description of the 
cogeneration of the facility, including 
whether the facility is a topping or * 
bottoming cycle, and sufficient 
information to determine that any 
applicable efficiency or operating 
requirements have been met. 

Paragraph (b)(5) sets forth the 
procedures to be used by the 
Commission to determine whether a 
facility is to be granted qualifying status. 
It provides that, within 90 days of the 
filing of a complete application, the 
Commission shall issue an order 
granting or denying the application, 
extending the time for issuance of an 
order, or setting the matter for hearing. 

If no order is issued within 90 days of 
the filing of the application, it shall be 
deemed to have been granted. 

The Commission will rely on its 
existing procedures for any person to 
file a petition for reconsideration of any 
Commission action instead of employing 
the protest procedure contained in the 
proposed rule. 

Several commenters. while offering 
support for the elimination of filing and 
notice requirements for smaller 
facilities, acknowledged the useful 
purpose that would be served by a 
requirement that a larger facility give 
notice to the affected utility of its 
qualifying status and its intention that 
such utility purchase its power. 
Accordingly, the Commission has 
provided a requirement in paragraph (c) 
that an electric utility is not required to 
purchase electric energy from a facility 
with a design capacity of 600 kilowatts 
or more until 90 days after the facility 
notifies the utility that it is a qualifying 
facility, or 90 days after the facility has 
applied to the Commission under 
paragraph (b). 

Paragraph (d)(1) provides that the 
Commission may revoke the qualifying 
status of a facility if it ceases to comply 
with any of the statements contained in 
its application for Commission 
certification. The Commission may do so 
on its own motion, or upon a motion to 
reconsider any certification previously 
granted. In either case, the Commission 
will act only after providing an 
opportunity for a hearing. Paragraph 
(d)(2) provides that, prior to undertaking 
any substantial alteration of a qualifying 
facility, a small power producer or 
cogenerator may, should it prove 
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desirable, apply to the Commission for a 
determination that the facility, as 
modified, will retain its qualifying 
status. 

IV. Effective Date 

The Conference Report indicates that 
rules respecting criteria for qualifying 
facilities be prescribed “as soon as 
practicable'* in order that persons may 
ascertain in advance of construction or 
operation of any facility whether or not 
such facility will meet the criteria 
established The Commission believes, 
therefore, that good cause exists under 5 
U.S.C. 553(d) to make the rules 
promulgated in this order effective 
immediately. 

These rules have been promulgated 
under the Federal Power Act. as 
amended by PURPA, and, therefore, a 
right to rehearing exists under section 
313 of the Federal Power Act 

(Public Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 
1978.18 U.S.C 2801. et seq^ Energy Supply 
and Environmental Coordination Act. (15 
U.S.C. 791 et seq.), Federal Power Act ■» 
amended, 18 U.S.C 792 etseq ., Department of 
Energy Organisation Act, (42 U.S.C. 7101 et 
seq.), E.O. 12009,42 FR 48287, Natural Gas 
Policy Act of 1978, (15 U.S.C. 3301, et seq.)) 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Commission amends Part 292 of Chapter 
L Title 18, Code of Federal Regulations, 
as set forth below, effective 
immediately. 

By the Commission. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

1. Part 292 of Subchapter K is 
amended by adding a new Subpart B to 
read as follows: 

Subpart B —Qualifying Cogeneration and 
Small Power Production Facilities 

Sec. 

292.201 Scope. 

292.202 Definitions. 

292.203 General requirements for 
qualification. 

292.204 Criteria for qualifying small power 
production facilities. 

292.205 Criteria for qualifying cogeneration 
facilities. 

292.200 Ownership criteria. 

292.207 Procedures for obtaining qualifying 
status. 

Authority: Public Utility Regulatory Policies 
Act of 1970, (18 U.&C. 2601. et seq. j. Energy 
Supply and Environmental Coordination Act. 
(15 U.S.C 791 et seq.), Federal Power Act. as 
amended. (18 U.S.G 792, et seq.). Department 
of Energy Organisation Act. (42 U.S.C 7101 et 
seq ). E.O.12009,42 FR 48287, Natural Gas 
Policy Act of 1978, (15 U.S.C. 3301, et seq.)) 


Subpart B—Qualifying Cogeneration 
and Small Power Production Facilities 

$292,201 Scope. 

This subpart applies to the criteria for 
and manner of becoming a qualifying 
small power production facility and a 
qualifying cogeneration facility under 
sections 3(17)(C) and 3(18)(B). 
respectively, of the Federal Power Act 
as amended by section 201 of the Public 
Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 
(PURPA). 

$ 292-202 Definitions. 

For purposes of this subpart: 

(a) "Biomass’* means any organic 
material not derived from fossil fuels; 

(b) "Waste" means by-product 
materials other than biomass; 

(c) “Cogeneration facility" means 
equipment used to produce electric 
energy and forms of useful thermal 
energy (such as heat or steam), used for 
industrial, commercial, heating, or 
cooling purposes, through the sequential 
use of energy; 

(d) ’Topping-cycle cogeneration 
facility" means a cogeneration facility in 
which the energy input to the facility is 
first used to produce useful power 
output, and the reject heat from power 
production Is then used to provide useful 
thermal energy; 

(e) "Bottoming-cycle cogeneration 
facility" means a cogeneration facility in 
which the energy input to the system is 
First applied to a useful thermal energy 
process, and the reject heat emerging 
from the process is then used for power 
production; 

(f) "Supplementary Firing" means an 
energy input to the cogeneration facility 
used only in the thermal process of a 
topping-cycle cogeneration facility, or 
only in the electric generating process of 
a bottoming-cycle cogeneration facility; 

(g) "Useful power output" of a 
cogeneration facility means the electric 
or mechanical energy made available for 
use, exclusive of any such energy used 
in the power production process; 

(h) "Useful thermal energy output" of 
a topping-cycle cogeneration facility 
means the thermal energy made 
available for use in any industrial or 
commercial process, or used in any 
heating or cooling application; 

(i) "Total energy output" of a topping- 
cycle cogeneration facility is the sum of 
the useful power output and useful 
thermal energy output; 

(j) ‘Total energy input" means the 
total energy of all forms supplied from 
external sources other than 
supplementary firing to the facility; 

00 "Natural gas" means either natural 
gas unmixed, or any mixture of natural 
gas and artiFicia! gas; 


0) “Oil" means crude oil residual fuel 
oil, natural gas liquids, or any reFmed 
petroleum products; and 

(m) Energy input in the case of energy 
in the form of natural gas or oil is to be 
measured by the lower heating value of 
the natural gas or oil. 

$ 292.203 General requirements for 
qualification. 

(a) Small power production facilities. 
A small power production facility is a 
qualifying facility if it: 

(1) Meets the maximum size criteria 
specified in $ 292.204(a); 

(2) Meets the fuel use criteria 
speciFied in S 292.204(b); and 

(3) Meets the ownership criteria 
specified in S 292.206. 

(b) Cogeneration facilities . (1) Unless 
excluded under paragraph (c). a 
cogeneration facility is a qualifying 
facility if it: 

(1) Meets any applicable operating and 
efficiency standards specified in 

S 292.205 (a) and (b); and 

(ii) Meets the ownership criteria 
speciFied in { 292.206. 

(2) For purposes of qualification of a 
cogeneration facility for exemption from 
incremental pricing, a cogeneration 
facility must qualify under { 292.205(c). 

(c) Interim exclusion. (1) Pending 
further Commission action, any 
cogeneration facility which is a new 
diesel cogeneration facility may not be a 
qualifying facility. 

(2) A new diesel cogeneration facility 
is a cogeneration facility: 

(1) Which derives its useful power 
output from a diesel engine, and 

(ii) The installation of which began on 
or after March 13.1980. 

$ 292.204 Criteria for qualifying smaO 
power production facilities. 

(a) Size of the facility —(1) Maximum 
size. The power production capacity of 
the facility for which qualification is 
sought, together with the capacity of any 
other facilities which use the same 
energy resource, are owned by the same 
person, and are located at the same site, 
may not exceed 80 megawatts. 

(2) Method of calculation. (I) For 
purposes of this paragraph, facilities are 
considered to be located at the same site 
as the facility for which qualification is 
sought if they are located within one 
mile of the facility for which 
qualification is sought and, for 
hydroelectric facilities, if they use water 
from the same impoundment for power 
generation. 

(ii) For purposes of making the 
determination in clause (i), the distance 
between facilities shall be measured 
from the electrical generating equipment 
of a facility. 
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(3) Waiver. The Commission may 
modify the application of subparagraph 

(2) for good cause. 

(b) Fuel use. (l)(i) The primary energy 
source of the facility must be biomass, 
waste, renewable resources, or any 
combination thereof, and more than 50 
percent of the total energy input must be 
from these sources. 

(li) Any primary energy source which, 
on the basis of its energy content, is 50 
percent or more biomass shall be 
considered biomass. 

(2) Use of oil. natural gas. and coal by 
o facility may not, in the aggregate, 
exceed 25 percent of the total energy 
input of the facility during any calendar 
year period. 

§ 292.205 Criteria for qualifying 
cogeneration facuities. 

(а) Operating and efficiency 
standards for topping-cycle facilities— 
(1) Operating standard. For any topping- 
cycle cogeneration facility, the useful 
thermal energy output of the facility 
must, during any calendar year period, 
be no less than 5 percent of the total 
energy output 

(2) Efficiency standard, (i) For any 
topping-cycle cogeneration facility for 
which any of the energy input is natural 
gas or oil and the installation of which 
began on or after March 13.1980, the 
useful power output of the facility plus 
one-half the useful thermal energy 
output during any calendar year period, 
must 

(A) Subject to paragraph (a)(2)(i)(B) of 
this section be no less than 42.5 percent 
of the total energy input of natural gas 
and oil to the facility; or 

(б) If the useful thermal energy output 
is less than 15 percent of the total 
energy output of the facility, be no less 
than 45 percent of the total energy input 
of natural gas and oil to the facility. 

(ii) For any topping-cycle cogeneration 
facility not subject to paragraph (a)(2)(i) 
of this section there is no efficiency 
standard. 

lb) Efficiency standards for 
ottoming-cycle facilities. (1) For any 
bottoming-cycle cogeneration facility for 
which any of the energy input os 
supplementary Bring is natural gas or 
oil, and the installation of which began 
on or after March 13,1980, the useful 
power output of the facility must, during 
any calendar year period, be no less 
than 45 percent of the energy input of 
natural gas and oil for supplementary 
Bring. 

(2) For any bottoming-cycle 
cogeneration facility not covered by 
subparagraph (1) of this paragraph, 
there is no efficiency standard. 

(c) Exemption from incremental 
pricing, (l) Natural gas used in any 


topping-cycle cogeneration facility is 
eligible for an exemption from 
incremental pricing under Title n of the 
Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978 (NGPA) 
and Part 282 of the Commission's rules 
if: 

(1) The facility meets the operating 
and efficiency standards under 
paragraphs (a)(1) and (2)(i) of this 
section and is a qualifying facility under 
{ 292.203(b)(1); or 

(ii) The facility is a qualifying facility 
under Subpart E of this part. 

(2) Natural gas used in any bottoming- 
cycle cogeneration facility, not subject 
to an exemption from incremental 
pricing under Subpart E of this part, is 
eligible for an exemption under Title U 
of the NGPA and Part 2S2 of the 
Commission's rules to the extent that 
reject heat emerging from the useful 
thermal energy process is made 
available for use for power production. 

(3) Nothing in this subpart affects any 
exemption provided under Subpart E of 
this part 

(4) Natural gas used for 
supplementary firing in any 
cogeneration facility is not eligible 
under this part for exemption from 
incremental pricing. 

(d) Waiver. The Commission may 
waive any of the requirements of 
paragraphs (a), (b) and (c) of this section 
upon a showing that the facility will 
produce significant energy savings. 

{ 292^06 Ownership criteria. 

(a) General rule. A cogeneration 
facility or small power production 
facility may not be owned by a person 
primarily engaged in the generation or 
sale of electric power (other than 
electric power solely from cogeneration 
facilities or small power production 
facilities). 

(b) Ownership test For purposes of 
this section, a cogeneration or small 
power production facility shall be 
considered to be owned by a person 
primarily engaged in the generation or 
sale of electric power, if more than 50 
percent of the equity interest in the 
facility is held by an electric utility or 
utilities, or by a public utility holding 
company, or companies, or any 
combination thereof. If a wholly or 
partially owned subsidiary of an electric 
utility or public utility holding company 
has an ownership interest of a facility, 
the subsidiary's ownership interest shall 
be considered as ownership by an 
electric utility or public utility holding 
company. 

§ 292.207 Procedures for obtaining 
qualifying status. 

(a) Qualification . (1) A small power 
production facility or cogeneration 


facility which meets the criteria for 
qualification set forth in { 292.203 is a 
qualifying facility. 

(2) The owner or operator of any 
facility qualifying under this paragraph 
shall furnish notice to the Commission 
providing the information set forth in 
paragraph (b)(2)(i) through (iv) of this 
section. 

(b) Optional procedure—{ 1) 

Application for Commission 
certification. Pursuant to the provisions 
of this paragraph, the owner or operator 
of the facility may file with this 
Commission an application for 
Commission certification that the 
facility is a qualifying facility. 

(2) General contents of application. 

The application shall contain the 
following information: 

(i) The name and address of the 
applicant and location of the facility; 

(ii) A brief description of the facility, 
including a statement indicating 
whether such facility is a small power 
production facility or a cogeneration 
facility; 

(iii) The primary energy source used 
or to be used by the facility; 

(iv) The power production capacity of 
the facility; and 

(v) The percentage of ownership by 
any electric utility or by any public 
utility holding company, or by any 
person owned bv either. 

(3) Additional application 
requirements for small power 
production facilities . An application by 
a small power producer for Commission 
certification shall contain the following 
additional information: 

(i) The location of the facility In 
relation to any other small power 
production facilities located within one 
mile of the facility, owned by the 
applicant which use the same energy 
source; and 

(U) Information identifying any 
planned usage of natural gas. oil or coal 

(4) Additional application 
requirements for cogeneration facilities. 
An application by a cogenerator for 
Commission certification shall contain 
the following additional information: 

(i) A description of the cogeneration 
system, including whether the facility is 
a topping or bottoming cycle and 
sufficient information to determine that 
any applicable requirements under 

i 292.205 will be met: and 

(ii) The date installation of the facility 
began or will begin. 

(5) Commission action. Within 90 
days of the filing of an application, the 
Commission shall issue an order 
granting or denying the application, 
toiling the time for issuance of an order, 
or setting the matter for hearing. Any 
order denying certification shall identify 
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the specific requirements which were 
not met. If no order is issued within GO 
days of the filing of the complete 
application, it shall be deemed to have 
been granted. 

(c) Notice requirements for facilities 
of500kWor more. An electric utility is 
not required to purchase electric energy 
from a facility with a design capacity of 
500 kW or more until 90 days after the 
facility notifies the utility that it is a 
qualifying facility, or 90 days after the 
facility has applied to the Commission 
under paragraph (bj of this section. 

(d) Revocation of qualifying status. (1) 
The Commission may revoke the 
qualifying status of a qualifying facility 
which has been certified under this 
section if such facility fails to comply 
with any of the statements contained in 
its application for Commission 
certification. 

(2) Prior to undertaking any 
substantial alteration or modification of 
a qualifying facility which has been 
certified under this section, a small 
power producer or cogenerator may 
apply to the Commission for a 
determination that the proposed 
alteration or modification will not result 
in a revocation of qualifying status. 

Appendix I 

Note.— ThU Appendix should not be 
included in the text of the regulations in the 
Code of Federal Regulations. 

Summary of Comments on Preliminary 
Environmental Assessment 

General. Numerous comments 
addressed the Environmental 
Assessment in general and discuss the 
need for a programmatic environmental 
impact statement (E1S). 

Some of the comments favored an 
environmental impact statement The 
New England Chapter of the Sierra Club 
stated that it is in accord with the 
general thrust of the Environmental 
Assessment. However, it is concerned 
with the encouragement of those 
technologies which utilize non¬ 
renewable energy resources and with 
those technologies which, if 
uncontrolled, tend to produce large 
quantities of pollutants. Therefore, the 
commenter stated that a generic E1S is 
needed to examine the absolute 
environmental effects of the rulemaking 
in encouraging all the assumed “benign" 
technologies. 

This commenter also concurred with 
the suggestion that, pending issuance of 
a generic environmental impact 
statement, the Commission should 
proceed with the implementation of 
rules and regulations under sections 201 
and 210 of PURPA, except for 
technologies which may result in 


significant impacts as a result of the 
rules. For these technologies, the 
comments recommended that the 
Commission should proceed promptly to 
produce a comprehensive generic 
environmental impact statement. 

Southern Company Services suggested 
that while the requirement to file an 
environmental impact statement may 
temporarily discourage cogeneration or 
small power production, it appears to be 
the only procedure for determining the 
environmental acceptability of a 
qualifying facility. 

The Solar Lobby endorsed 
preparation of an E1S only where the 
environmental consequences of a 
qualifying facility are clearly negative. 
This commenter recommended that the 
more benign technologies should be 
encouraged even while appropriate 
generic environmental impact studies 
are performed. 

Arthur D. Nadler Associates added 
that the environmental impact statement 
requirements should be kept to a 
minimum and be consistent with the 
small size of the facilities generally 
associated with those technologies. 

Other commenters are opposed to the 
idea of a generic E1S. The California 
Energy Commission argued that the 
Commission's Environmental 
Assessment is adequate and that an E1S 
should not be required, particularly 
since any individual qualifying facility 
will receive State and Federal 
environmental scrutiny before it Is 
constructed. 

The California Energy Commission 
also suggested that the delay in adopting 
these regulations while an E1S is 
prepared and issued would itself cause 
adverse environmental and 
socioeconomic effects. Arizona Public 
Service Company and Brooklyn Union 
Gas Company concurred with the thrust 
of California's comment that 
“Qualifying facilities will be delayed or 
not developed if the regulations are not 
adopted immediately. The failure to 
develop these qualifying facilities in a 
timely fashion will result in increased 
air pollution and adverse socioeconomic 
impacts from the increased consumption 
of imported oil and other fossil fuels 
during the period until the regulations 
are issued." 

The Missouri Public Service 
Commission stated that for residential 
cogenerators or small power production 
facilities, an environmental impact 
statement will work as a disincentive, 
hindering consumer efforts at alleviating 
the energy problem. This commenter 
noted that while section 201 and 210 
rules do have an effect on the quality of 
the human environment, it is a very 
beneficial one in that this program offers 


some viable alternatives for easing the 
energy problem. "As little interference 
by government with its agencies should 
be the goal so that American Ingenuity 
and know-how can flourish." 

Pan Tech Management stated that the 
PURPA rules will not constitute an 
action that will significantly affect the 
environment. This commenter 
recommended that the Commission 
promulgate the proposed rule with 
appropriate modifications based on 
public comment, but that it should not 
withhold promulgation of any part of the 
rules pending preparation of an E1S. The 
Commission should, in this commenters 
view, review case-by-case, certain 
locations where environmental quality 
may already be below the standard (i.e. 
non-attainment areas with regard to air 
quality criteria), thus precluding the 
implementation of certain technologies. 

The Colorado Office of Energy 
Conservation suggested that a much 
more critical need than an EIS for small 
power producers is a social and 
economic impact analysis. 

Cogeneration technologies and their 
environmental impacts. 

With regard to cogeneration, the 
commenters generally suggested that 
diesel cogeneration in congested urban 
areas may have adverse air quality 
effects. 

Consolidated Edison, Boston Edison 
and Union Electric and separate 
comments by Southern Company 
Services stated that the proliferation of 
relatively small diesel cogeneration 
units installed in residential and 
commercial buildings would 
significantly affect the environment. The 
joint comments noted that each 
individual unit would likely escape any 
meaningful environmental review by 
State and Federal environmental 
authorities under current regulations, 
and yet the cumulative Impact could 
well be serious. It was asserted that the 
problem will be particularly acute in 
areas where the attainment of national 
ambient air standards already is 
marginal (most congested urban areas), 
and where increases in pollutant 
concentrations would restrict 
opportunity for urban development and 
economic recovery. It was further 
asserted that most of the cogeneration is 
likely to be diesel engines, which these 
commenters stated emit larger amounts 
of some critical pollutants, per unit of 
energy produced, than do properly 
designed central power station plants. 
The joint comments stressed that 
cogeneration facilities discharge 
pollutants in non-buoyant plumes at 
roof-top levels which it was claimed will 
cause far greater pollution 
concentrations at street levels where 









Federal Register / Vol. 45, No. 56 / Thursday, March 20, I960 / Rules and Regulations 17975 


people live and breathe, than do the 
buoyant plumes from the high, free¬ 
standing stacks of powerplants. 

One of the commenters, Consolidated 
Edison, stated that on-site electric 
generation using diesel engines with 
waste heat recovery systems is already 
an economic alternative to its electric 
service or, in some cases, a combination 
of its electric and steam services, for 
some 395 customers representing a 
combined peak load of more than 1,000 
MW. As additional incentives are added 
to the already favorable tax and 
regulatory climate for cogeneration 
installations in its service area, the 
utility claimed that the potential for 
conversions from central station to on¬ 
site generation could increase. 

Consolidated Edison cited several 
studies prepared at its request which 
indicated that nitrogen dioxide (NOi) 
standards in Manhattan could be 
contravened with the addition of as 
little as 240 MW of diesel cogeneration 
facilities in that borough. Consolidated 
Edison also stated that the studies 
indicated that the primary annual air 
quality standard for sulfur dioxide (SOj) 
will be exceeded after several hundred 
more megawatts of diesel cogeneration 
capacity are installed. 

Thomas Casten. speaking on behalf of 
The Cogeneration Society of New York, 
criticized several assumptions used in 
the Consolidated Edison studies. First he 
stated that several of the cogeneration 
facilities which the studies assumed 
would be installed in New York City 
violate existing environmental laws, 
and. therefore would not be installed. 
Secondly, he stated that these studies 
assume that 75 percent of the 
cogeneration plants would be installed 
in Manhattan, where environmental 
impacts would be most severe. He noted 
that eighteen of nineteen existing 
cogeneration plants in New York dty 
are located outside of Manhattan. 

This commenter next criticized the 
assumption that more than one 
thousand megawatts of diesel 
cogeneration will be installed in the 
New York City area, on the basis that 
this figure seems to exaggerate greatly 
the likely amount of cogeneration 
capacity. In addition, he contended that 
the standards used for measuring the 
emissions were those used for truck and 
bus-type engines which operate at 
varying speeds. He stated that a typical 
diesel cogeneration facility would 
operate at a fairly constant speed; and 
that, at constant speeds, emissions are 
about one-fourth of those produced at 
varying speeds. 

Finally, the commenter noted that 
these studies assumed that there would 
be no improvements in the environment 


resulting from other factors during the 
time that the one thousand megawatts of 
diesel cogeneration were projected to be 
installed in New York City. 

Commonwealth Edison and 
Consolidated Edison suggested that 
noise produced by diesel engines is a 
very serious environmental impact, and 
that the impact in any specific area is 
independent of the total number of units 
in any region. These commenters 
recommended that an environmental 
noise impact assessment be prepared 
and the appropriate noise abatement 
measures be included in the on-site 
diesel-engine installations* This could be 
done, they asserted, by requiring 
potential cogeneration facilities to 
prepare a noise emission analysis 
showing that the emissions would not 
contravene local or State requirements. 

Consolidated Edison, Boston Edison, 
Union Electric and Southern Company 
Services, Inc. recommended that in light 
of the serious environmental 
consequences which are likely to flow 
from these rules, it is incumbent upon 
the Commission to accompany its 
proposed rules with a draft 
environmental impact statement 

Furthermore, Consolidated Edison, 
Boston Edison, and Union Electric 
suggested that an environmental impact 
statement should be required with 
respect to each new cogeneration 
facility having the potential for a 
significant adverse impact on the 
environment The comments stated that 
any proposed facility having a 
generating capacity of 500 kW or more 
would have such an impact and should 
require an E1S. 

Brooklyn Union Gas Company 
surveyed eight companies with 
cogeneration facilities and concluded 
that no environmental problems have 
been associated with the operation of 
the facilities. The facilities obtained the 
required air emissions permits and have 
been operating in compliance with 
applicable air quality regulations. 

Penti Aalto, a consultant, suggested 
that all types of cogeneration facilities 
be permitted without an EIS, subject to 
periodic review of the system as a 
whole. If problem areas appear, then 
appropriate action could be taken. 

The New York State Public Service 
Commission proposed limiting 
qualifying status to suitable locations or 
limiting the density of qualifying 
facilities in any given area. 

The New York State Energy Office 
stated that an EIS is not necessary at 
this time. It proposed as an alternative 
that the Commission consider imposing 
a direct limitation upon the density of 
diesel cogeneration in large populated 
urban areas since the preliminary EA 


concludes that the number and density 
of urban diesel cogenerators determines 
the environmental risk. 

Small Power Production Facilities . 

Solar Energy. The Colorado Solar 
Energy Association stated that nearly 
all solar electric options are far less 
damaging to the environment than 
fossil-fueled or nuclear electric 
generation. He noted that 
implementation of PURPA must not be 
delayed by requiring the preparation of 
lengthy and time consuming 
environmental impact statements for 
renewable energy based qualifying 
facilities. 

Geothermal Energy. The New England 
Chapter of the Sierra Club suggested 
that geothermal power production using 
hot brine sources is acknowledged to 
pose problems of air and water pollution 
and a potential toxic waste disposal 
problem. This commenter recommended 
that since there are no immediate plans 
for small power plant construction using 
hot geothermal brine (it is their 
understanding that such power 
production is currently uneconomic). It 
seems unnecessary to promulgate rules 
to encourage its use prior to preparation 
of the generic EIS. 

Small-Scale Hydropower. The State of 
Vermont—Agency of Environmental 
Conservation stated that the small 
hydro summary in the preliminary EA 
was incorrect in stating that instances 
are rare where there is significant 
impact from facilities being added to an 
existing dam. It was stated that as in the 
Bolton Falls project, or at Ball Mountain, 
the impact of development could be 
significant in terms of water quality, 
fishery habitat and production, 
recreation, and possibly aesthetics. 

The New England Chapter of the 
Sierra Club suggested that run-of-river 
hydro installations suffer from the same 
siltation. turbidity, and biological 
oxygen demand problems as do 
generating capacity additions at existing 
dams. Because almost all new non- 
Federal hydroelectric projects must be 
licensed by the Commission and 
environmentally evaluated on a case-by¬ 
case basis, this commenter concurred 
with the promulgation of rules allowing 
qualification of small hydroelectric 
projects at existing dams. It was 
asserted that run-of-river hydroelectric 
projects, however, pose an additional 
problem: the potential for diversion of 
water from existing channels. Unless all 
run-of-river hydro projects are to be 
environmentally evaluated on case-by- 
case basis, this commenter 
recommended that qualifying status be 
withheld until after completion of the 
generic EIS. 
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Municipal Waste. Wheelabrator-Frye. 
Inc. stated that the encouragement of 
email power production and 
cogeneration fueled by municipal solid 
waste does not constitute a "major 
federal action significantly affecting the 
quality of the human environment" This 
com men ter stated that small power 
production facilities which use such a 
feedstock produce a significant net 
positive impact on the overall 
environment since they reduce 
dependence upon highly polluting "open 
dumping" practices and encourage more 
efficient community solid waste 
management practices. He cited as an 
example one of the projects sponsored 
by his firm which has achieved waste 
volume reduction of more than 90 
percent through currently available 
mass combustion technologies. He 
suggested that the quantity of waste 
requiring land disposal sites, as a result 
of processing through such facilities, is 
greatly reduced and more readily 
controlled and contained. 

This commenter also suggested that 
since current EPA standards governing 
State implementation plans and new 
source performance procedures assure 
the conformance of such projects with 
the attainment of national air quality 
standards, no environmental impact 
statement need be filed by these 
facilities. 

However, the New England Chapter of 
the Sierra Club stated that incineration 
of municipal wastes for power 
production purposes presents a potential 
problem in the emission of toxic 
substances, especially the more volatile 
heavy metals like mercury, cadmium 
and lead. With the eventual issuance of 
EPA regulations implementing the Toxic 
Substances Control Act, these emissions 
will be regulated: at this time they are 
not This commenter does not propose 
an exception for municipal waste, but is 
concerned that any Commission 
regulations which encourage the 
incineration of municipal waste should 
insist on appropriate control technology. 

Biomass . The New York State Energy 
Office and the Hawaiian Sugar Planter's 
Association stated that a detailed 
Environmental Assessment is not 
warranted for any of the biomass fuels 
already in use at small power 
production facilities. 

The Hawaiian Sugar Planter's 
Association suggested that, in large part 
the PURPA incentives should operate to 
encourage sugar factories to make more 
efficient use of the biomass already 
being burned and more efficient use of 
the steam being produced. 

The New England Chapter of the 
Sierra Club stated that emission, soil 
tilth, fertility, and land use questions are 


present for biomass fuel. This 
commenter is concerned with the social 
effects of industrialization of 
agricultural areas induced by new 
biomass cogeneration facilities. 
"Biomass generally will provide 
relatively small amounts of net energy 
per unit mass or volume. As a result, 
encouragement of new biomass 
cogeneration facilities will tend to 
increase rural Industrialization because 
high transportation costs will attract 
industrial cogenerators to the source of 
the biomass." 

This commenter stated that it is not 
necessary to require an environmental 
impact statement for existing facilities 
or biomass cogeneration which use on¬ 
site produced waste—such as sawdust 
However, it was suggested that an 
impact statement for new biomass- 
based cogeneration facilities which 
import off-site produced forest or 
agricultural products for the purpose of 
cogeneration should be required. 
"Cogeneration based on the use of 
stockyard wastes, kelp or similar 
sources need not be excepted if a 
thorough generic E1S is planned" 

The Solar Energy Research Institute 
suggested that it is a mistake to group all 
types of "biomass" generating facilities 
together for environmental scrutiny. 
Many biomass systems use biogas in a 
combustion turbine and have minimal 
environmental impacts. This commenter 
recommended that several different 
classes of "biomass" facilities be 
identified and that each be considered 
separately. 

The American Paper Institute stated 
that it was concerned that the 
Commission staff may not have taken 
Into account many of the environmental 
benefits of burning wood and other 
biomass fuels. 

Potlatch Corporation suggested that 
the definition of biomass in the 
preliminary environmental assessment 
is unusual and narrow. "Well- 
recognized concepts of biomass include 
all plant material including by-products 
of manufacturing, harvesting, and 
growing." 

Wind. Two commenters suggested 
that the environmental effects of large 
wind energy conversion systems 
(WECS) can be significant. The State of 
Vermont—Agency of Environmental 
Conservation raised several problem 
areas. The first is that electromagnetic 
interference (as with radio or 
telecommunications) is an unknown 
quantity at the moment, with 
disagreement as to the extent of 
disruption that will actually be caused 
by a large WECS. 

The second problem discussed was 
road construction and site preparation. 


especially on the fragile areas such as 
sites above 2500 feet in elevation. The 
wind energy resource appears to exist 
predominately at these higher 
elevations, yet sites which may be 
desirable from a power point of view are 
fragile and easily disrupted. Loss of 
vegetation cover and erosion of soil are 
two of the main concerns. 

A third problem raised by this 
commenter was that the noise pollution 
and visual impact of the WECS were not 
mentioned in the summary of the 
preliminary Environmental Assessment. 

The Solar Energy Research institute 
recommended that the environmental 
impacts of large wind machines may 
need more careful scrutiny than the 
preliminary EA acknowledged. It was 
asserted that difficulties with low 
frequency sound and land use impacts 
need careful attention. 

(Ht Doc tCHlSflS Piled 845 *m] 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
Customs Service 
19CFR Part 146 
IT.0,80-07J 

Foreign-Trade Zones; Customs 
Regulations 

agency: U.S. Customs Service, 
Department of the Treasury. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: The Customs Service 
includes the cost of processing 
"nonprivileged" merchandise in a 
foreign-trade zone, and profit realized, 
in the dutiable value of that 
merchandise when it enters the customs 
territory of the United States. The 
present policy results in Customs 
assessing duty on the costs of American 
labor, overhead, facilities, and profit 
This document changes Customs 
appraisement practice so as to exclude 
the cost of processing and profit realized 
in a foreign-trade zone when 
determining the dutiable value of 
articles produced entirely from 
nonprivileged merchandise (foreign or 
domestic), or from a combination of 
nonprivileged and privileged 
merchandise (foreign or domestic). 

This change results from a Customs 
review of the existing policy and 
consideration of the numerous favorable 
comments received in response to an 
advance notice and a notice of proposed 
rulemaking proposing to change tho 
policy. The change is considered to be 
significant. 

EFFECTIVE OATE: April 21. 198a 
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for further information contact: 

Thomas Lobred, Classification and 
Value Division, U.S. Customs Service, 

1301 Constitution Avenue. N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20229 (202-560-2938). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION! 

Background 

A foreign-trade zone (“zone”) is 
established under the Foreign-Trade 
Zones Act (19 U.S.C. 81a-61u) and the 
general regulations and rules of 
procedure of the Foreign-Trade Zones 
Board contained in 15 CFR Part 400. Pa rt 
148 of the Customs Regulations (19 CFR 
Part 146) governs the admission of 
merchandise Into a zone; manipulation, 
manufacture, or exhibition of 
merchandise in a zone; exportation of 
merchandse from a zone; and transfer of 
merchandise from a zone into the 
customs territory of the United States 
(customs territory**). 

On October 4,1978, an advance notice 
of proposed rulemaking inviting 
comments on the advisability of 
changing current Customs appraisement 
practice to exclude the cost of American 
labor, overhead, facilities, and profit 
when determining the dutiable value of 
articles produced in a zone entirely or in 
part from nonprivileged merchandise 
(foreign or domestic) or from a 
combination of nonprivileged and 
privileged merchandise (foreign or 
domestic), was published in the Federal 
Register (43 FR 45685). The vast majority 
of the comments received favored the 
change proposed in the advance notice. 

A notice of proposed rulemaking 
requesting the public to comment on a 
specific proposal to change the current 
appraisement practice and discussing 
the possible economic effects of the 
proposed change was published in the 
Federal Register on May 21.1979 (44 FR 
29480). 

Discussion of Comments 

A total of 293 comments were 
received. Of these. 286 favored the 

proposal 

In response to Customs discussion of. 
and request for. comments on the 
possible economic effects of the 
proposal both those who supported and 
those who opposed the proposal offered 
principally economic arguments to 
bolster their position—essentially, that 
the proposal would be “good** or "bad" 
for business and the economy. However, 
legal and other arguments also were 
made by both sides. 

The comments received are discussed 
below: 

y a V nrable / Economic 
The proposal would: 


—Help both the national economy and 
the United States role in international 
trade by creating greater investment 
and higher employment in the United 
States, le*. United States industry 
would not have to go abroad. 

—Be anti-inflationary. 

—Provide an added tax base. 

—Increase United States exports 
because various products are 
exported from a zone. 

—Allow operations presently performed 
elsewhere to be conducted in the 
United States; that in turn, would 
help the United States balance of 
payments. 

—Remove the unfair burden of double 
taxation imposed on labor in a zone, 
especially because local state, and 
Federal taxes are imposed upon the 
investments made in the zone and 
income generated from the zone. 

—Aid local economies through 
encouragement of investment and 
creation of new jobs. The use of local 
zones, as well as the general concept 
of greater zone use. would be 
enhanced. 

—Result in substantial savings of 
Customs duties for zone users. Under 
the present system, it may cost more 
In duty to use a zone than not to use 
it 

—Not affect significantly the 

competitive position of the United 
States manufacturers of finished 
products. 

—Eliminate, or at least minimize, the 
disadvantage to zones located in high 
cost areas in that no duty would be 
collected on high costs of real estate 
and labor. Discrimination against 
zones in high cost areas would end 

—Result in cash flow savings to 
companies that would deposit duties 
at the time goods leave the zone, 
rather than pay duty on finished 
goods when imported 

Favorable/Legal 

—The proposal is expressive of the 
Congressional intent behind the 
Foreign-Trade Zones Act: to 
encourage the development of 
American industry and labor. 

—There is no authority under current 
law to appraise merchandise as 
Customs presently is doing. 

—The Secretary of the Treasury has the 
authority under the Foreign-Trade 
Zones Act and section 1624. title 19, 
United States Code, to fix the basis of 
duty as set forth in the proposal. 

Favorable / Miscellaneous 

—Approval of the proposal is 
recommended because to do 
otherwise would be unfair and 
illogical 


—The proposal would encourage the 
upgrading of port, marine, and 
terminal facilities, thereby 
strengthening the American shipping 
Industry and the various ports. 

—The proposal would eliminate red 
tape for importers who now must rely 
on drawback, the use of bonded 
warehouses, and temporary 
importation bonds in connection with 
zone merchandise. 

—The proposal would aid Customs in 
that the calculation of duty would be 
less complex. 

—The Tariff Schedules of the United 
States (TSUS) (section 1202, title 19, 
United States Code) are structured in 
a manner to encourage, in many 
instances, the importation of finished 
products rather than parts to be 
further processed and combined with 
United States-origin parts. This built- 
in disincentive In the tariff schedules 
can be overcome only by use of a 
zone. 

Opposed / Economic 

The proposal would: 

—Result in injury to United States 
manufacturers of components. 

—Result in injury to United States 
manufacturers of end-products. 

—Reduce demand for domestic raw 
materials with the resultant loss of 
jobs. 

—Not spur United States exports. 

—Not result in any significant increase 
in United States investment 

Opposed/Legal 

The proposal Is contrary to 
Congressional intent in that value would 
be added ta the product "outside United 
States commerce", thus in foreign 
territory, and the added value therefore 
should be subject to duty. 

Opposed / Miscellaneous 

The proposal would encourage 
circumvention of existing import 
restrictions. 

All seven commenters who opposed 
the proposal did so based on one or 
more of the economic arguments listed 
above. Two commenters also stated that 
the proposal would encourage 
circumvention of existing import quotas. 

In some cases, the reduction of the 
dutiable value of products manufactured 
In a foreign-trade zone by manufacturers 
already located in the United States 
may encourage the use of foreign parts 
and components. Tliis might be the case 
if the FTZ manufacturer concluded that 
the reduction in dutiable value resulting 
from the rule change made the use of 
foreign-made parts and components less 
costly than domestic parts and 
components, and other factors typically 
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favoring U.S. suppliers, such as delivery 
time, reliability of source, and quality 
control were not important. A much 
more likely consequence of the change, 
however, is that it will tend to 
encourage foreign manufacturers who 
now assemble their products entirely 
outside of the United States to transfer 
some or all of that assembly to foreign- 
trade zones in the United States. 

Customs finds no merit to the 
contention that the proposal would 
encourage the circumvention of existing 
import quotas. The change in 
appraisement does not in any way 
change the existing treatment of quota 
merchandise processed in a zone. With 
respect to such merchandise. Customs 
has held that articles manufactured in 
zones are products of the zones rather 
than of the countries from which the 
component materials were obtained. 
Whether or not a particular quota 
limitation applies to products entering 
the customs territory of the United 
States from a zone depends on the 
language of the particular quota 
provision. In situations where a quota 
limitation docs not apply to 
merchandise manufactured in a zone, 
the Foreign-Trade Zones Board has the 
authority to exclude from zones any 
goods or manufacturing operation that 
in its judgement is “detrimental to the 
public interest”. 19 U.S.C. filo(c). 

In sum. it is Customs opinion that the 
proposal, on balance, will be beneficial 
to United States industries, employment, 
and the general United States economy 
by attracting increased assembly and 
manufacturing operations. Customs is 
sympathetic to industry concerns 
regarding zone activity that might affect 
domestic production adversely. 

However, as mentioned above, adequate 
safeguards against domestic injury exist 
under the regulations of the Foreign- 
Trade Zone Board. 

Two commenters opposed the 
proposal as contrary to the intent of 
Congress when the Foreign-Trade Zones 
Act was enacted. They contend that a 
zone is “outside United States 
commerce” and that any value added to 
merchandise through processing occurs 
in a “foreign territory” and thus is fully 
dutiable. Moreover, they contend that 
neither the Foreign-Trade Zones Act nor 
the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, 
authorizes Customs to adjust the 
valuation base of merchandise entering 
from a zone by deducting the value of 
processing which occurs in a zone. 

It is Customs position that those 
statutes do not address how 
merchandise which leaves a zone is to 
be appraised. Certainly, as provided in 
the Foreign-Trade Zones Act. such 
merchandise is subject “to the laws and 


regulations of the United States 
affecting imported merchandise”. 
However, the laws and regulations 
regarding appraisement of merchandise 
ordinarily are concerned with prices and 
costs in the country of exportation. 

Thus, for years an anomaly has existed 
which results in a zone being treated as 
the “country of exportation” for 
appraisement purposes. Customs does 
not believe this was the intent of 
Congress. As neither the Foreign-Trade 
Zones Act nor the Tariff Act of 1930, as 
amended, is explicit on this issue. 
Customs is not precluded from adopting 
the proposal for the reasons advanced 
by these commenters. 

In light of the overwhelming public 
support for the proposal and Customs 
conclusion that there is no legal 
impediment to its adoption, section 
146.48(e), Customs Regulations, is being 
amended as set forth in the May 21, 

1979, notice of proposed rulemaking, 
subject to the clarification described 
below. 

Clarification of Proposed Amendment 

One of the commenters in favor of the 
proposal expressed his understanding 
that the words “labor cost” were not 
excluded intentionally from proposed 
section 146.48(e). but were omitted 
because the words “processing costs” 
were thought to be more inclusive and to 
parallel the language in section 402(d), 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (19 
U.S.C. 1401a(d)), pertaining to 
constructed value. The commenter's 
understanding is correct. Labor costs are 
an element of processing costs. 

Because of another comment, the 
proposal has been clarified to specify 
that the cost of fabrication or other 
processing includes general expenses 
and all other expenses incident to 
placing the merchandise in condition, 
packed ready for transfer into the 
customs territory. This clarification is 
designed to prevent any confusion 
regarding the limitation of “processing” 
to exclude those general and other 
expenses described above from the 
scope of the amendment. 

The same commenter noted that it 
would be appropriate to apply the 
amendment to all affected entries on 
which “appraisement” (liquidation) had 
not become final on the effective date of 
the amendment. Customs agrees, finding 
that suggestion to be consistent with the 
intent of the proposal and sound 
Customs administration. 

Merchandise Subject To Amendment 

This amendment will apply to 
merchandise as to which liquidation has 
not become final on the effective date of 
the amendment. 


Inapplicability of E.0.12044 

This document is not subject to the 
Treasury Department directive 
implementing Executive Order 12044, 
“Improving Government Regulations”, 
because the regulation was in process 
before May 22,1978, the effective date of 
the directive. 

Drafting Information 

The principal author of this document 
was Todd J. Schneider. Regulations and 
Research Division. Office of Regulations 
and Rulings. U.S. Customs Service. 
However, personnel from other Customs 
offices participated in its development. 

Amendment to the Regulations 

Section 146.48(e), Customs 
Regulations (19 CFR 148.48(e)), is 
amended as set forth below: 

PART 146—FOREIGN-TRADE ZONES 

Section 146.48(e) is amended to read 
as follows: 

} 146.48 Treatment of merchandise not 
elsewhere provided for In this subpart. 

• • • • * 

(e) Appraisement and tariff 
classification . (1) Merchandise subject 
to the provisions of this section, upon 
transfer from a zone and entry for 
consumption or for warehousing, either 
immediately or after transportation in 
bond, shall be subject to appraisement 
and tariff classification in accordance 
with its character and condition at the 
time of its constructive transfer to the 
customs territory and. except for any 
different rates applicable to any 
privileged foreign merchandise therein, 
to the rate or rates of duty and tax in 
force at the time entry for consumption 
or withdrawal from warehouse for 
consumption is made (see sections 
141.68 and 141.69 of this chapter). 

(2) The value of the merchandise 
described in paragraph (e)(1) shall be 
determined in accordance with sections 
402, 402a. and 500, Tariff Act of 1930, as 
amended (19 U.S.C 1401a. 1402,1500). 
and the related provisions of law. 
However, the cost of fabrication or other 
processing, and the general expenses 
and profit, related to zone operations 
shall be excluded when determining the 
dutiable value of an article produced 
entirely from nonprivileged merchandise 
(foreign or domestic), or from a 
combination of privileged and 
nonprivileged merchandise (foreign or 
domestic). Ail other expenses incurred 
in the zone incidental to placing the 
article in condition, packed ready for 
transfer, and freight, insurance, and 
similar costs incurred after the article is 
packed ready for transfer into the 
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customs territory also shall be excluded 
in determining dutiable value. 

William T. Archey. 

Acting Commissioner of Customs. 

Approved: February 4.1900. 

Richard J. Davis, 

Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 

(FR Doc MRS FUwl V!»-*>. lift soi| 

B41LMQ COOC 4S10-77-M 


RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD 
20 CFR Part 397 

Milwaukee Railroad Restructuring Act 
Regulation* 

agency: Railroad Retirement Board. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: A new Subchapter I. Part 397 
(previously reserved), is established for 
20 CFR, Chapter II. 

On November 4.1979. the Milwaukee 
Railroad Restructuring Act Pub. L 96- 
101,93 StaL 736, was signed into law. 

The Act is intended to provide for the 
orderly restructuring of the Milwaukee 
Railroad and for the protection of the 
employees of that railroad. 

The Milwaukee Railroad 
Restructuring Act authorizes the 
Railroad Retirement Board to administer 
certain provisions of that Act, including 
section 11 which provides for the 
establishment by the Board of lists of 
railroad employment opportunities and 
railroad employees available for 
railroad employment. These regulations 
set forth the procedures to be followed 
in establishing the lists and describe the 
information that will be required in 
order to compile the lists. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 20.1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Sally Mam. Milwaukee Road 
Administrator, Railroad Retirement 
Board, 644 Rush Street Chicago. Illinois 
60611, 312-751-4528. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 
accordance with the Board's report 
under Executive Order 12044, a proposal 
to develop regulations to implement the 
Board's responsibilities under the 
Milwaukee Railroad Restructuring Act 
was submitted to the Chief Executive 
Officer for a determination as to 
whether such regulations would be 
significant The Chief Executive Officer 
determined that while the proposed 
regulations would not be significant 
under the criteria established in the 
Board's report, the regulations should, 
nevertheless, be considered as 
significant and handled accordingly. The 


proposal was then submitted to the 
three-member Board and the Board 
determined that no regulatory analysis 
would be required. Section 397.8 set out 
below is one section of Part 397, which 
Part will encompass the regulations 
necessary for implementation of the 
Milwaukee Railroad Restructuring Act 
The Board has been notified that some 
employees who would be covered by 
these regulations have been separated 
from their employment with the 
Milwaukee Railroad. Accordingly, these 
regulations must be published as Final 
Rides, rather than Proposed Rules. The 
Board will, however, accept comments 
from the public concerning these 
regulations. Interested persons may 
submit written comments, suggestions, 
data, or arguments to Ms. Mam. 

Material thus submitted will be 
evaluated and acted upon in the same 
manner as If this document were a 
proposal. Until 6uch time as further 
changes are made, however. 20 CFR 
397.8 shall remain in effect thus 
permitting the public business to 
proceed more expeditiously. 

Title 2a Chapter II is amended by 
adding a new Subchapter 1 consisting of 
Part 397 to read as follows: 

Title 20—Employees' Benefits 

CHAPTER II—RAILROAD 
RETIREMENT BOARD 

SUBCHAPTER I—MILWAUKEE RAILROAD 
RESTRUCTURING ACT REGULATIONS 

PART 397—MILWAUKEE RAILROAD 
RESTRUCTURING ACT REGULATIONS 

Sec. 

397.1 (Reserved 

397.2 (Reserved 

397.3 (Reserved 

397.4 (Reserved 

397.5 (Reserved 

397.6 (Reserved 

397.7 (Reserved 

397.8 Employment of Milwaukee Road 
Employees. 

Authority: Sec. 20. Pub. L 96-101,93 Slat 
746 (45 U.S.C. 918). 

55 397.1—397.7 (Reserved) 

5 397.8 Employment of Milwaukee Road 
Employees. 

(a) The Railroad Retirement Board 
shall prepare and maintain the following 
lists: 

(1) A current list of individuals who 
are separated from employment with the 
Milwaukee Railroad, and who notify the 
Board that they wish to have their 
names included on a list to be available 
to rail carriers, and who have not yet 


obtained employment with another rail 
carrier, 

(2) A current list of employment 
opportunities, by class and by craft, 
provided by rail carriers. 

(b) The Board shall maintain the lists 
referred to in paragraphs (a)(1) and 
(a)(2) of this section through December 
31,1984. 

(c) The Board shall furnish copies of 
the list referred to in paragraph (a)(1) of 
this section to any rail carrier upon 
requesL 

(d) Rail carriers shall report available 
job openings to the Board for purposes 
of inclusion in the list referred to in 
paragraph (a)(2) of this section. The 
report for each available job opening 
may be made either by telephone or by 
mail to any office of the Board. 
Available job openings should be listed 
with the Board as soon as possible but, 
in any event, at least concurrently with 
the use of any other recruitment source 
or effort. 

(e) Each report required to be made 
under paragraph (d) of this section shall 
include the following information: 

(1) The number of employees to be 
hired; 

(2) The location of the jobs; 

(3) The class or craft of the jobs or a 
description of the work to be performed 
in those jobs; and 

(4) The name, address, and telephone 
number of the individual with authority 
to hire employees for each of the job 
openings. 

(f) In order to ensure that the list of 
employment opportunities remains 
current and accurate, rail carriers shall 
notify the Board promptly when 
previously reported job openings arc 
closed for any reason. The report of any 
such vacancy closure can be made 
either by telephone or by mail to the 
office of the Board with which the 
vacancy was originally listed. The 
report should identify the vacancy 
notice, give the number of employees 
hired, and give the names and social 
security account numbers of those hired 
who are former Milwaukee Road 
employees. 

PARTS 393-399 [RESERVED] 

Dated: March 13. I960. 

By authority of the Board. 

R. F. Butler. 

Secretary of the Board L 

(FS Doc tO-tMl FUM u»i 

BILLING COOC 790S-01-M 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTON 
AGENCY 

21 CFR Part 193 

IFRL 1440-7; FAP 9H5211/R53A] 

Proposed Tolerance for the Pesticide 
Chemical N- 

(mercaptomethyl)phthallmlde S-(0.0- 
dlmethyl phosphorodlthloate); 
Correction 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 

action: Final rule; correction. 

summary: This document establishes an 
effective date for a final rule on N- 
(mercaptomethyl)phthalimide S-(0.0- 
dimethyl phosphorodithioate) In the 
Federal Register of Monday, February 
11.1980 [FR Doc. 00-4308). 

EFFECTIVE DATE: February 11,1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. George T. LaRocca, Product 
Manager (PM-21). Registration Division 
(TS-767), Office of Pesticide Programs. 
Environmental Protection Agency. 401 M 
Street. SW., Washington, DC 20460 (202- 
426-9490). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In FR 

Doc. 80-4308 appearing at page 8979 in 
the issue of Monday. February 11,1980, 
the word "Proposed" is deleted in the 
heading and "DATE; Comments must be 
received on or before March 12,1080" is 
co rrec ted in the first column to read 
"EFFECTIVE DATE; February 11.1980." 

Dated: March 11,1960. 

Edwin L Johnson. 

Deputy Assistant Administrator for Pesticide 
Programs, 

(FR Doc. 80-47M Filed S-HMKk S4S *m) 

BILLING COOC 6*60-01-61 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Assistant Secretary for Housing- 
Federal Housing Commissioner 

24 CFR Part 841 
(Docket No. N-80-987) 

Public Housing Program, Development 
Phase; Prototype Cost Umlts for Low- 
Income Public Housing 

agency: Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Housing—Federal Housing 
Commissioner, Department of Housing 
and Urban Development (HUD). 
action: Notice of Prototype Cost 
Determination under 24 CFR Part 841, 
Appendix A. 

summary: On June 8,1979, the 
Department published a revised 


schedule of "Prototype Cost Limits for 
Low-Income Public Housing." After 
consideration of additional factual data, 
revisions are necessary to consolidate 
five existing prototype areas in Rhode 
Island into one area, and to increase per 
unit prototype cost limits for the 
remaining one area in the State of Rhode 
Island. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 2a 1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. Jack R. VanNess. Director, 

Technical Support Division. Office of 
Public Housing—Room 624a 451 7th 
Street, S.W., Washington, D.C, 20410, 
(202) 755-4956 (This is not a toll-free 
number). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

United States Housing Act of 1937 
requires determination by HUD of the 
costs in different areas for construction 
and equipment (prototype costs) of new 
dwelling units suitable for occupancy by 
low-income families. 

The prototype costs constitute a limit 
on development cost for construction 
and equipment of new public housing 
projects. 

The prototype cost schedules 
published by HUD establish per unit 
limits on prototype costs (dwelling 
construction and equipment) for 
development of low-income public 
housing under the United States Housing 
Act of 1937. Section 6(b) of the Act 
provides that the prototype costs shall 
be effective upon the date of publication 
in the Federal Register, and this Notice 
is. therefore, made effective upon 
publication. 

Timely written comments will be 
considered and additional amendments 
will be published if the Department 
determines that acceptance of the 
comments is appropriate. Comments 
with respect to cost limits for given 
location should be sent to the address 
indicated above. 

A Finding of Inapplicability respecting 
the National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969. has been made In accordance 
with HUD procedures. A copy of this 
Finding of Inapplicability will be 
available for public inspection during 
regular business hours in the Office of 
the Rules Docket Clerk, Office of 
General Counsel, Room 5218,451 7th 
Street. S.W.. Washington, D.C. 20410. 

Accordingly, the per unit cost 
schedules setting Prototype Cost Limits 
for Low-Income Housing are amended 
as follows: 

1. At 44 FR 32521 and 32522, delete the 
prototype per unit cost schedules for 
detached and semi-detached, row, walk- 
up and elevator dwellings. Region I, 
Newport Westerly. Pawtucket and 


Woonsocket Rhode Island. Prototype 
per unit cost schedules for Region I, 
Providence. Rhode Island, will apply to 
the affected areas. 

2. At 44 FR 32521. revise the per unit 
cost schedule for detached and semi¬ 
detached. row, walk-up and elevator 
dwellings. Region I, Providence, Rhode 
Island, in accordance with the following 
schedule. 

(Sec. 7(d). Department of HUD Act, 42 U.S.G 
3535(d); Sec. 6(b) U.S. Housing Act of 1937.42 
U.S.C. 1437(d)) 

Issued at Washington. D C on March 12, 
1960. 

Lawrence B. Simona, 

Assistant Secretary for Housing—Federal 
Housing Commissioner . 

BILUNO coot 4210-01-66 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Bureau of Indian Affairs 
25 CFR Part 221 

Wind River Irrigation Project, Wyo.; 
Operation and Maintenance Charges 
on Trust Land; Deletion of 
Unnecessary Regulations 

agency: Bureau of Indian Affairs. 
Department of the Interior. 

action: Final rule. 

summary: This document removes 
provisions related to the operation and 
maintenance charges on trust land of the 
Wind River Irrigation Project Fort 
Washakie, Wyoming. This action Is 
necessary to reflect Code of Federal 
Regulation amendments providing the 
Officer-in-Charge with greater flexibility 
in the day-today operation of the 
Project 

EFFECTIVE DATE: This action shall 
become effective on March 20,1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 

Sidney J. Spiegel. Telephone (202) 343- 
2245. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the 
June 14.1977. Federal Register (42 FR 
30361) there was published a notice of 
final rule on new genera] regulations 
governing the operation and 
maintenance of Indian Irrigation 
Projects. The revision consolidated the 
regulations for all Indian Irrigation 
Projects In a new Part 191 of Title 25 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations. The 
updated provisions provided for the 
Area Director to publish the annual 
operation and maintenance rates and 
related information by general notice 
document in the Federal Register, and as 
new rates are announced the 
corresponding sections in Part 221 of 
Title 25 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations would be deleted. The latest 
notice of water charges and related 
information on the Wind River Irrigation 
Project shall be published as a general 
notice in the Federal Register on the 
same date as this final rule. Therefore, 

25 CFR Part 221 is amended by deleting 
the following sections: 

Wind River Irrigation Project, Wyo. 

55 221.95 and 221.96 (Deleted! 

Dated: March 11.1960. 

Alonzo T. Spang. Sr., 

Superintendent, Wind River Agency. 

fFR Doc KHKU Filed 3-10-00 *45 «m) 

SILLING COOC <310-07-01 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
Internal Revenue Service 
26 CFR Part 1 
IT.D. 7655J 

Income Tax; Taxable Year* Beginning 
After December 31, 1953; Collapsible 
Corporations; Correction 

agency: Internal Revenue Service, 
Treasury. 

action: Correction to final rule._ 

summary: This document contains a 
correction to the Federal Register 
publication at 44 FR 68460 of the full text 
of the regulations which were the 
subject of Treasury Decision 7655. 
relating to collapsible corporations. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: In general, the 
regulations are effective for transactions 
occurring after August 22,1964. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Lawrence M. Axelrod of the Legislation 
and Regulations Division, Office of 
Chief Counsel, Internal Revenue 
Service, 1111 Constitution Avenue. 

N.W., Washington, D.C 20224. 

Attention: CC:LR:T, 202-566-3458 (not a 
toll-free call). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Background 

On July 6,1977, the Federal Register 
published proposed amendments to the 
Income Tax Regulations (28 CFR Part 1) 
under section 341(f) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 (42 FR 34523). The 
amendments %vere proposed to conform 
the regulations to section 1(a) and 2 of 
the Act of August 22,1964 (Pub. L 88- 
484, 78 StaL 596). On November 29.1979, 
the Federal Register published Treasury 
Decision 7855 (FR Doc. 79-36783) at 44 
FR 68458, which adopted the proposed 
amendments subject to specified 
changes. 

Need for Correction 

As published, the full text of the 
regulations which were the subject of 
Treasury Decision 7655 inaccurately 
omitted several provisions that were 
contained in the notice of proposed 
rulemaking and which were adopted by 
the Treasury decision document. 

Drafting Information 

The principal author of these 
corrections is Lawrence M. Axelrod of 
the Legislation and Regulations 
Division, Office of Chief Counsel, 

Internal Revenue Service. 

Correction of Publication 

Accordingly, the publication of the full 
text of the regulations which were the 


subject of FR Doc. 79-36793 is amended 
by the following correction: 

Section 1.341-7 (26 CFR Part 1), as 
published at 44 FR 68460, is corrected by 
inserting the following material 
immediately after S 1.341-7(b)(3) in the 
third column of that page: 

{ 1.341-7 (Amended) 

• • • • • 

(c) Consenting corporation. —(1) A 
consenting corporation at the time that it 
files a consent under section 341(f)(1) 
shall notify its shareholders that such 
consent is being filed. In addition, the 
consenting corporation shall at the 
request of any shareholder, promptly 
supply the shareholder with a copy of 
the consent. 

(2) A consenting corporation shall 
maintain records adequate to permit 
identification of its subsection (F) 
assets. 

(d) Shareholders of consenting 
corporation. —(1) A shareholder who 
sells stock in a consenting corporation 
within the 6-month period beginning on 
the date on which the consent is filed 
shall— 

(1) Notify the corporation, within 5 
days after such sale, of the date on 
which such sale is made, and 

(ii) Attach a copy of the corporation's 
consent to the shareholder's income tax 
return for the taxable year in which the 
sale is made. 

(2) If the sale of stock in a consenting 
corporation is treated under section 
341(f)(6) os the sale of stock in any other 
corporation, the consenting corporation 
shall notify such other corporation, 
within 5 days after receiving notification 
of a sale of its stock, of the date on 
which such sale was made. 

(e) Recognition of gain under section 
341(f)(2).— (1) Under section 341(f)(2). if 
a subsection (f) asset (as defined in 
paragraph (g) of this section) is disposed 
of at any time by a consenting 
corporation, then, except as provided in 
section 341(f)(3) and paragraph (f) of this 
section, the amount by which— 

(i) The amount realized (in the case of 
a sale, exchange, or involuntary 
conversion), or 

(ii) The fair market value of such asset 
(in the case of any other disposition) 
exceeds the adjusted basis of such asset 
is treated as gain from the sale or 
exchange of such asset. Such gain is 
recognized notwithstanding any 
contrary non-recognition provision of 
subtitle A of the Code, but only to the 
extent such gain is not recognized under 
any other provision of subtitle A of the 
Code (for example, section 1245(a)(1) or 
1250(a)). Gain recognized under section 
341(f)(2) with respect to a disposition of 
a subsection (0 asset has the same 
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character (Le.. ordinary income or 
capital gain) that such gain would have 
if it arose from a sale of such asset. 

Dated: March 17.1980. 

Robert A. Bley. 

Director ; Legislation and Regulations 
Division . 

[FR Ooc. 80*8714 Filed 1-10-80; M$ am) 

BILLING COOC 4430-01-41 


26 CFR Part 23 
[T.D. 76871 

Temporary Estate Tax Regulations 
Under the Revenue Act of 1978; 
Procedure for Election To Treat an 
Interest In Certain Joint Tenancies as 
a Qualified Joint Interest 

agency: Internal Revenue Service. 

Treasury. 

action: Temporary regulations._ 

summary: This document provides 
temporary regulations for a husband 
and wife who elect to treat their interest 
in certain jointly held property as a 
“qualified joint interest" for Federal 
estate tax purposes. The regulations 
reflect changes made in the applicable 
tax law by the Revenue Act of 1978 and 
provide instructions on the manner and 
effect of making the election. 
date: The regulations apply to certain 
property held jointly on December 31, 
1978. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Stephen ). Small of the Legislation and 
Regulations Division, Office of the Chief 
Counsel. Internal Revenue Service, 1111 
Constitution Avenue, N.W., Washington, 
D C. 20224. Attention: CC:LR:T. 202-566- 
3287 (not a toll-free number). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

This document contains temporary 
regulations providing instructions for 
taxpayers who elect to treat as a 
qualified joint interest their interest in 
property placed in joint tenancy before 
January 1 . 1977. The election is available 
under section 2040(d) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954. as added by 
section 702(k) of the Revenue Act of 
1978 (Pub. L 95-600, 92 Stat. 2932). 

The temporary regulations provided 
by this document will remain in effect 
through December 31.1981. 

Provisions of the Regulations 

In general, on the death of a joint 
tenant the entire value of property 
owned in joint tenancy is included in the 
decedent's gross estate except for the 
portion of the value of the property 
attributable to the consideration 


furnished by the survivor. Section 
2040(b) of the Code, added by the Tax 
Reform Act of 1978. provides that in the 
case of a "qualified joint interest" 
created after December 31,1976. only 
one half of the value of the property will 
be included in the gross estate of the 
first joint tenant to die. 

Under section 2040(d) of the Code, 
added by the Revenue Act of 1978. a 
husband and wife moy elect to treat an 
interest in certain property placed in 
Joint tenancy before January 1.1977 as a 
“qualified joint interest" without going 
through a formal severance end re¬ 
creation of the joint tenancy. This 
election must be made for a calendar 
quarter ending on or before December 
31,1979. 

The regulation provides that the 
spouse who furnished more than one- 
half of the consideration for the property 
must make the election by including the 
amount of the gift in a timely filed gift 
tax return and by paying any gift tax 
due as a result. The regulation provides 
deadlines for filing the return as well as 
a formula for computing the amount of 
the gift 

The regulation also provides that in 
the case of real property an election 
under section 2040 will have the same 
effect as a post-1976 election under 
section 2515. and that in the case of 
personal property, an election under 
section 2040 will have the same effect as 
the creation of a post-1976 joint interest 
under section 2515A. Therefore, once the 
election is made to treat an interest in 
property as a qualified joint interest, 
additions to the value of the property 
made by one spouse must be included in 
any gift tax returns required to be filed 
for any taxable period in which total 
gifts to the donee spouse exceed the 
$3,000 annual exclusion. For these 
purposes, additions in value include 
mortgage payments on indebtedness 
secured by the property as well as 
improvements made to the property. 

Waiver of Certain Procedural 
Requirements of Treasury Directive 

A determination has been made by 
Jerome Kurtz, Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, that there is an immediate 
need for regulations under section 
2040(d) because the election thereunder 
will not be available after the due date 
(including extensions thereof) for 
Federal gift tax returns for the last 
quarter of 1979. Compliance with the 
procedural requirements of paragraphs 8 
through 14 of the Treasury directive 
relating to improved regulations (43 FR 
52120) would therefore be impractical 
and, accordingly, the requirements have 
been waived. 


Drafting Information 

The principal author of this regulation 
was Stephen J. Small of the Legislation 
and Regulations Division of the Office of 
Chief Counsel, Internal Revenue 
Service. 

However, personnel from other offices 
of the Internal Revenue Service and 
Treasury Department participated in 
developing the regulation, both in 
matters of substance and style. 

A doption of amendments to the 
regulations: Accordingly, a new Part 23. 
Temporary Estate Tax Regulations 
under the Revenue Act of 1978, is added 
to Title 26 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations, and the following 
temporary regulations are adopted: 

PART 23—TEMPORARY ESTATE TAX 
REGULATIONS UNDER THE REVENUE 
ACT OF 1978 

Authority: Sec 7805 Internal Revenue Code 
of 1954 (68A Stal 917, 28 U.S.C. 7805). 

$ 23.1 Election and eligibility to treat 
Interests In property held Jointly on 
December 31,1976, as qualified Joint 
Interests. 

(a) Election as a qualified joint 
interest — (1) In general. If a taxpayer 
has elected to have an interest in 
property held jointly by a husband and 
wife on December 31.1976, treated as a 
“qualified joint interest," the effect, from 
the deemed date of such election, shall 
be 

(1) In the case of real property, as if an 
election under section 2515. as 
applicable to post-1976 transfers, had 
been made, and 

(ii) In the case of personal property, as 
if a post-1976 joint interest described in 
section 2515A had been created. 

For estate tax purposes, one-half of 
the value of the property is includible in 
the estate of the first joint tenant to die: 
and. for gift tax purposes, any 
subsequent additions to the value of a 
joint tenancy in real property must be 
treated as transfers at the time the 
additions occur. 

(2) Eligibility . Any husband and wife 
who before January 1,1977, created an 
interest in property as Joint tenants with 
right of survivorship or as tenants by the 
entirety and who continue to hold such 
Interest may elect to treat their interest 
as a qualified joint interest if: 

(i) Such joint interest waa created by 
either spouse, or both (for rules 
involving the creation of a joint tenancy 
by husband and wife, see $ 25.2515-l(b)) 
and 

(ii) In the case of a joint tenancy with 
right of survivorship, only the husband 
and the wife are joint tenants. 

An interest in property received as an 
inter vivos or testamentary gift by a 
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husband and wife as joint tenants or 
tenants by the entirety is not an interest 
created by either spouse. See paragraph 
(c)(1)(h) of i 25.2515-1. 

(3) Time and manner of making 
election. 

In order to elect under this section, the 
spouse who furnished more than one- 
half of the consideration for the property 
must include the amount of the gift in a 
timely filed Federal gift tax return for 
any calendar quarter in 1977,1978 or 
1979, pay any gift tax due as a result 
and attach to the gift tax return a 
statement of consent The statement of 
consent must be signed by the donee 
spouse and must indicate that the donee 
spouse consents to the election to treat 
the interest as a qualified joint interest 
as of the date of the deemed making of 
the gift The election and gift arc 
deemed made on the last day of the 
calendar quarter for which the return is 
filed. See section 6075(b) for the time for 
filing the gift tax return and section 6081 
for extensions of time for filing the 
return. The return required by this 
section must be filed even though the 
amount involved does not exceed the 
exclusion provided by section 2503(b). 

No election may be made under this 
section after the death of the donor. 

(b) Determination of amount of gift — 

(1) Amount of gift Except as provided in 
subparagraph (5). the amount of any gift 
is one-half of the amount which bears 
the same ratio to the excess of the value 
of the property on the date of the 
deemed making of the gift over the value 
of such property on the date of the 
creation of the joint interest as 

(1) the excess of the consideration 
furnished by the donor over the 
consideration furnished by the donor's 
spouse, bears to 

(ii) the total consideration furnished 
by both spouses. Under no 
circumstances can the amount of the gift 
be less than zero. 

(2) Value of the property. For 
purposes of subparagraph (1), the value 
of the property on the date of the 
creation of the interest shall be the fair 
market value of the property on that 
date minus the amount of any original 
acquisition indebtedness. The value of 
the property on the date of the deemed 
making of the gift shall be the fair 
market value of the property on that 
date reduced by any outstanding 
indebtedness that is secured by the 
property. 

(3) Consideration furnished. For 
purposes of subparagraph (1), the 
consideration furnished by each spouse 
shall be the total of the consideration 
furnished by that spouse at or prior to 
the time of the creation of the interest 
plus any subsequent payments by that 


spouse of mortgage principal on the 
original acquisition indebtedness. See 
paragraph (c)(1) of § 25.2515-1 for a 
discussion of what constitutes 
consideration and the value thereof. The 
phrase "original acquisition 
indebtedness" means indebtedness 
incurred (and secured by the property) 
upon the original acquisition of the 
property by either or both spouses and 
any refinancing of the original 
acquisition indebtedness to the extent of 
the unamortized balance of such original 
acquisition indebtedness. Repayments 
of mortgage principal on any such 
subsequent indebtedness shall be 
deemed to be reductions of the original 
acquisition indebtedness until the total 
principal amount of the original 
acquisition indebtedness has been paid. 
Payments by either spouse that are a 
further reduction of any such 
subsequent indebtedness or are a 
reduction of other indebtedness secured 
by the property shall not be included as 
consideration furnished under this 
section. 

(4) Subsequent payments. In order to 
elect under this section, a taxpayer must 
be able to substantiate the amount and 
origin of the consideration furnished at 
the time of the creation of the interest 
Any subsequent payments of mortgage 
principal the amount and origin of which 
cannot be substantiated will be deemed 
to be furnished in the same proportion 
as the consideration furnished at the 
time of the creation of the interest. 

Where a payment reducing the 
acquisition indebtedness is attributable 
to the income from the property the 
payment shall be deemed to have been 
made by each spouse in the same 
proportion that each spouse's prior 
consideration bears to the total 
consideration furnished to that time. 

(5) Creation that was not treated os a 
gift. For purposes of subparagraph (2), 
the value of the property on the date of 
the creation of the joint interest shall be 
treated as zero, if— 

(i) in the case of real property, the 
creation was not treated as a gift under 
section 2515, or 

(ii) in the case of personal property, 
the transfer was required to be included 
on a gift tax return when created but 
was not so included, and the period of 
limitations on assessment under section 
6501 has expired with respect to such 
gift. 

(c) Substantial improvements — (1) In 
general A substantial improvement of 
any property shall, for purposes of this 
section, be treated as the creation of a 
separate joint interest. An election 
under this section to treat an interest in 
underlying property as a qualified joint 
interest shall operate to treat any 


substantial improvement on such 
property made prior to January 1,1977, 
as a separate qualified joint interest. An 
improvement shall be deemed to be a 
substantial improvement if—> 

(1) the cost of the improvement 
exceeded $10,000, or 

(ii) the initial value of the 
improvement increased the fair market 
value of the property immediately 
before the improvement by more than 10 
percent. 

(2) Value of the improvement. The 
initial value of a substantial 
improvement shall be equal to the fair 
market value of the property 
immediately after the improvement less 
the fair market value of the property 
immediately before the improvement. In 
the absence of appraisals immediately 
before and immediately after the 
improvement, the cost of the 
improvement will be acceptable as proof 
of its initial value. For purposes of 
computing the amount of gift of both the 
substantial improvement and the 
original property, the ratio represented 
by the initial value of the substantial 
improvement over the fair market value 
of the property immediately after the 
improvement shall remain constant. 

[For an illustration of a substantial 
improvement for which consideration 
was furnished as a result of refinancing 
the original property, see example 6 of 
this section.) 

(3) Absence of consideration. If the 
creation of the joint interest was not 
treated as a gift under section 2515 and 
if all of the consideration for a 
substantial improvement is furnished by 
increasing the amount of indebtedness 
secured by the property, such 
consideration shall be deemed to be 
furnished in the same proportion as the 
total consideration furnished by both 
spouses for the property to that time as 
determined under § 23.1 (b). 

(d) Severance and re-creation of joint 
interest. If, before January 1.1977. a 
husband and wife had a joint interest in 
property with right of sunrivorship. and 
after December 31,1976. (but prior to 
Januanr 1.1980) they sever and re-create 
the joint interest in such property (or in 
property the basis of which in whole or 
in part reflects the basis of such 
property), treatment as a qualified joint 
interest will be available only if the 
requirements of paragraphs (a) and (b) 
are met. If a timely gift tax return was 
filed as a result of such severance and 
re-creation but the amount of the gift 
was improperly computed or the 
required consent was not attached, 
treatment of the interest as a qualified 
joint Interest from the date of the 
original filing will be permitted, if the 
gift tax return is corrected by the donor 
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so that it is in compliance with the 
requirements of this section and any 
resulting deficiency (with interest) is 

paid. 

(e) Examples . This section may be 
illustrated by the following examples. 

Example 1. In 1962, Mr. A paid $20,000, the 
full amount of the down payment for a house 
having a fair market value of $65,000. Mr. and 
Mrs. A took title at joint tenants with right of 
turvivorship and assumed a mortgage for 
$45,000. No gift tax return was filed Over the 
years, Mr. A mode all the mortgage payments 


with his own funds. Principal payments 
totaled $41,000. Mr. and Mrs. A would like to 
have their interest in the house treated as a 
qualified Joint interest for Federal estate tax 
purposes. On December 31,1979. the fair 
market value of the house is $117,000, and the 
balance due on the mortgage is $4,000. 

Mr. end Mrs. A make the election by timely 
filing e gift tax return on April IS. I960, along 
with the statment of consent. The amount of 
the gift is computed as follows: 

The amount of the gift is Vk of X in the 
formula 


X 


where V» Is the value of the property on the 
date of the deemed making of the gift V, la 
the value of the property on the date of the 
creation of the interest (which is deemed to 
be zero if the creation of the joint interest 
was not treated as a gift at that time); D.C la 
the consideration furnished by the donor; and 


D.C, - S.C. 

D.C. ♦ S.C. 

S.C is the consideration by the donor's 
spouse. 

Here, the value of the property on the date 
of the creation of the interest, for purposes of 
this section, is 0 and the value of the property 
at the date of the gift is $113,000 
($117,000- $4,000). Accordingly, the formula 
becomes 


_x_ 

(U17,000 - $4,000)-0 

x = $ 113,000 
gift- $ 36.500 

Example 2. Assume the same facts os in 
example 1. except that Mr. A contributed 
$15,000 of the down payment and Mrs. A 

x - [$15,000 ♦ $41,000) - $5,000 

mi7 ,000 - $4,ooo) -6 [*15*000 ♦ *40661 V $5!ooo 

._x_ - $51,000 

TTT7.000 $61,660 

x - $94,476 


[$20,000 ♦ $ 41.0001 - 0 

I $20,000 ♦ $ il loooj V o’ 


contributed $5,000. The amount of the gift Is 
now $47,236. computed in the following 
manner 


gift « $47,238 

Example 3. Assume the same facts as in 
example 1, except that from 1962 to 1970 Mr. 
A made all the mortgage payments ($10,000) 
with his own funds and from 1970 through 
1979 Mrs, A contributed half of each 
mortgage payment ($31,000 - 2 -$15,500). Mr. 


A*s contribution to the mortgage. then, has 
been $25,500, and Mrs. A't contribution has 
been $15,500. 

The amount of the gift is now $27,787. 
computed in the fol l owing manner* 


TfTT7.M6*- 14,666) -O’ 

_ _X_ m 

>113,000 

x - $55,574 


r#20.ooo + 

125.500] - $15,500 

($20,000 ♦ 

$25,500] ♦ $15,500 


$30.000 

$61,000 


gift - $27,787 


Example 4. Assume the same facts as in 
example l. except that in 1965, when the 
house was worth $70,000. Mr. A had a garage 
built on the property for $6,000. Mr. A paid 
the entire $6,000 and tiled a gift tax return for 
the gift he made at that time. Since the garage 
neither cost $10,000 nor increased the value 
of the property immediately before the 
-nprovement by more than 10 percent, the 
garage is not considered to be a substantial 
improvement 


For purposes of § 23.1(b). even though a gift 
tax return was tiled in 1965 with respect to 
the $8,000. the creation of the interest in 1962 
was not treated as a gift and the value of the 
property on that date (V* in the formula) la 
treated as zero. 

Example 5. In 1968. Mr. and Mrs. B 
purchased a farm for $50,000, and took title 
jointly. The farm included farmland, a home, 
and a bam. Mr. B made the full $10,000 down 
payment In 1974. when the property was 


worth $100,000 and the balance on the 
mortgage was $30,000, Mr. B arranged to 
refinance his mortgage, increasing it to 
$00,000. He invested the additional $50,000 he 
received In securities. Mr. B has made all the 
principal payments on the mortgage since the 
purchase (a total of $18,000). At no time has 
Mr. B filed a gift tax return 
On December 31.1979. the fair market 
value of the entire property ia $150,000 and 
the balance on the new mortgage is $72,000. 
Mr. and Mrs. B elect at that time to have their 
interest in the property treated as a qualified 
Joint interest. The amount of the gift is 
computed as follows: 

(|15o,ooo “*72.665T5* 

« 10.000 ♦ $18.000) - o 

10,000 ♦ *18,000] + 6 


x - $28,000 

$78,000 *28jooo 

glfC - $39,000 


Example A Assume the same facts as in 
example 4, except that with the additional 
$50,000 he received. Mr. B added another 
bam on his property costing $20,000 and 
invested the balance in securities. 

Immediately after the construction of the 
bam the fair market value of the entire 
property was $120,000. and today the fair 
market value of the entire property is 
$180,000. 

The second bam was a substantial 
improvement because it increased the fair 
market value of the property immediately 
before the improvement by 20 percent. Under 
paragraph (c)(2) of this section the fair 
market value of the bam today is deemed to 
be $30,000 (Vk x $180,000). Further, under 
paragraph (c)(3) of this section, when all the 
consideration for the substantial 
Improvement is attributable to increasing the 
amount of the indebtedness secured by the 
property, the consideration for the substantial 
improvement is deemed to be furnished in the 
same proportion as the total consideration 
furnished by both spouses for the property to 
that time, as determined under f 23.1(b). 

To compute the amount of each gift it ia 
necessary to separate the original property 
from the substantial improvement for 
purposes of determining the amount of the 
consideration furnished for each. Mr. A 
furnished $10,000 at the time of the creation 
of the |oint Interest and $10,000 (in mortgage 
payments) between 1968 and 1974. After 1974. 
since the substantial Improvement 
represented Vk of the fair market value of the 
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entire property, S of the mortgage payments 
from 1974 to 1978 are attributable to the 
underlying property (% of $8,000) and % of 
the mortgage payments are attributable to the 
substantial improvement (tt of $8,000). The 
same allocation is necessary for the 

r5/mrB5T566}-5/6 (i72,6W)rPO 


indebtedness. If Mrs. A had made any of the 
mortgage payments at any time, appropriate 
adjustments would have to be made. Under 
these facts, for the original property the 
formula becomes 




10.000.110.000.5/6 

ldiwoTfiStocary/r 



IW.666 


[ 26.667 

7067 


of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 
(G8A Stat. 917. 26 U.S.C. 7005). 

Jerome Kurtz, 

Commissioner of Internal Revenue . 

Approved March 7.198a 
Donald C. Lubick. 

Assistant Secretary of the Treasury . 
pit Doc rn-es ftJ riW nwot *m] 

BILLING COOC 4S3&-C1-M 


gift - $45,000 


26 CFR Part 31 


For the second bam, the foimila becomes 


11/6 ($180,000)-l/6 (i72,000)j-0 


. [$20,000.1/6 
thSlwovivc 


($8,000) l-i 


-0 

^3 


x - $21,336 

- 116,600 - $ 21^734 

gift - $9,000 

Example (7). Mr. and Mrs. C. purchased a 
home for $150,000 in 197a with Mr. C 
contributing all the consideration and Mr. 
and Mrs. C taking title as Joint tenants. In 
1977, Mr. and Mrs. C severed the Joint 
tenancy and re-created it in order to treat the 
property as a qualified joint interest under 
section 2040(b) of the Code. No gift tax return 
was filed at either time. Under paragraph (d) 
above, treatment as a qualified joint interest 
is available only if the requirements of 
paragraphs (a) and (b) are met. If Mr. and 
Mrs. C still want to treat their interest In the 
property as a qualified Joint interest, he must 
timely file a gift tax return and pay any tax 
due based on the value of the property on the 
last day of the reporting period in which the 
election is made. 

Example (8). Assume the same facta as in 
example 7, except that Mr. C filed a gift tax 
return in 1977. Under paragraph (d) above, for 
certain joint interests in property created 
after December 31,1978. and prior to January 
1,1980, treatment as a qualified joint interest 
is available only if the requirements of 
paragraphs (a) and (b) are met If. for 
example, Mr. C failed to compute the amount 
of the gift in accordance with the formula in 
paragraph (b) or failed to attach a statement 
of consent, treatment of the interest as a 
qualified joint interest from the date of the 
original filing will be permitted only if a 
corrected gift tax return is Hied that is in 
compliance with the requirements of this 
section. 

Example (9). In 1960, Mr. and Mrs. D 
purchased a home for $24,000. Mr. D made 
the down payment of $5,00a and they took 
title jointly. In 1974. when the balance on the 
mortgage was $1,000 and the house was 
worth $65,000, Mr. and Mrs. D refinanced 
their mortgage, increasing it to $50,000. Today 
the house is worth $85,000 and the balance on 
the new mortgage is $46,000. Mr. D has made 
all the mortgage payments and has not at any 
time filed a gift tax return. 


If Mr. and Mrs. D elect to have their 
interest treated as a qualified joint Interest, 
the consideration furnished by Mr. D. in 
addition to the amount of the down payment, 
will be limited to the amount of the original 
acquisition indebtedness ($19,000) under 
$ 23.1(b). 

Example (lOf In 1970. Mr. and Mrs. E 
purchased a home for $25,000. In 1977, when 
the home was worth $80,000, Mr. and Mrs. E 
added a new wing, with a bedroom, 
bathroom, and family room. The addition cost 
$20,000 and is a substantial improvement No 
gift tax return was filed at any lime. 

Mr. and Mrs. E may elect to treat their 
original interest in the home as a qualified 
Joint interest by complying with the 
requirements of this section. However, since 
the substantial improvement was a separate 
interest and was not created before (anuary 
1,1977, It la not eligible for the special 
election provided under this section. 
Treotment of their interest in the substantia) 
improvement as a qualified joint interest Is 
available only by severing and re-creating the 
interest. 

(f) Effective dote . This section is 
effective for elections made for calendar 
quarters beginning after December 31, 
1976, and before January 1,1980. 

This Treasury decision adds 
temporary regulations to enable 
taxpayers to comply with the new law 
on the election to treat an Interest in 
property as a qualified joint interest 
Because the election will be available 
only through 1979, it is Impractical to 
issue this Treasury decision with notice 
and public procedure under subsection 
(b) of section 553 of title 5 of the United 
States Code or subject to the effective 
date limitation of subsection (d) of that 
section. 

This Treasury decision is issued under 
the authority contained in section 7005 


ITD. 7660) 

Employment Taxes With Respect to 
Employees of Related Corporations; 
Correction 

agency: Internal Revenue Service, 
Treasury, 

action: Correction to final rule. 


summary: This document contains a 
technical correction to the Federal 
Register publication at 44 FR 75141 of 
the full text of the regulations that were 
the subject of Treasury Decision 7660, 
relating to employment taxes with 
respect to employees of related 
corporations. 

EFFECTIVE date: The regulations apply 
with respect to wages paid after 
December 31.1978. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Eileen Murphy of the Legislation and 
Regulations Division. Office of the Chief 
Counsel, Internal Revenue Service. 1111 
Constitution Avenue, N.W„ Washington. 
D.C. 20224. Attention: COLRiT, 202-566- 
3297 (not a toll-free call). 

Background 

On December 13,1978, the Federal 
Register published proposed 
amendments to the Employment Tax 
Regulations (26 CFR Part 31) under 
sections 3121 (s) and 3306(p] of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. The 
amendments were proposed to conform 
the regulations to section 314 of the 
Social Security Amendments of 1977 (19 
Stat. 1536). On December 19.1979, the 
Federal Register published Treasury 
Decision 7660 (FR Doc 79-38889) at 44 
FR 75137, which adopted the proposed 
amendments subject to specified 
changes. 

Need for Correction 

As published, an example in the full 
text of the regulations that were the 
subject of T.D. 7660 which appears in 
the first and second columns of 44 FR 
75141 omits a phrase and includes 
certain surplus language. 
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Drafting Information 

The principal author of this correction 
was Eileen Murphy of the Legislation 
and Regulations Division, Office of 
Chief Counsel, Internal Revenue 
Service- 

Correction of Publication 

Accordingly, the publication of the full 
text of the regulations which were the 
subject of PR Doc. 79-38689 is amended 
by the following correction: 

$31*3121 | Corrected! 

Example (2) of i 31.2121 (s}-l(b)(3) 
beginning in the first column at 44 FR 
75141 is corrected to read as follows: 

Example (2). P, Q. and R are related 
corporations whose geographical zones of 
business activity do not overlap. P. Q. and R 
have a common pension plan and arrange for 
Q to be a common paymaster for managers 
and executives. All three corporations 
maintain cafeterias for the use of their 
employees. B is a cafeteria manager who has 
worked at Ps headquarters for 3 years. On 
June 1.198a B is transferred from P to the 
position of cafeteria manager of R. There are 
no plans for B*s return to P. B*s accrued 
pension benefits, vacation and sick pay. do 
not change as a result of the transfer. The 
decision to transfer B was made by Q. the 
parent corporation. Under these facts, B is 
not concurrently employed by P and R. 
because B's employment relaUonship with P 
was completely nonexistent during B‘s 
employment with R. Furthermore, section 
3121(e) is inapplicable since B also was not 
employed by Q, the common paymaster, 
because B never contracted to perform 
sendees for remuneration from Q. and Q did 
not have the right to control the day-to day 
duties of B's work. 

Dated: March 17,1960. 

Robert A. Bley, 

Director, Legislation and Regulations 

Division . 

|W Doc to-aru ru*d s-is-au ass aa| 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Offic# of Surface Mining Reclamation 
and Enforcement 

30 CFR Parts 870,872,874, 877, 879, 
332, 884,886, and 888 

IINT FES 80-11) 

Abandoned Mine Lands Reclamation 
Program; Availability of Final 
Environmental Impact Statement 

agency: Office of Surface Mining 
P^clamstioo and Enforcement (OSM), 

U S. Department of the Interior. 
action: Notice of availability of the 
final environmental Impact statement 
(FES) addressing implementation of 


program policies for abandoned mine 
lands reclamation._ 

summary: OSM has prepared an FES 
addressing implementation of program 
policies for abandoned mine land (AML) 
reclamation under title IV of the Surface 
Mining Control and Reclamation Act of 
1977 (SMCRA). 30 U.S.C. 1231-1243. 
Copies of the FES are being made 
available today. 

dates: Agency review period end* 30 
days from publication by the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
of the filing of this impact statement. 
addresses: Copies of the FES are 
available for inspection or may be 
obtained at the following OSM offices: 

Offtco of Surface Mining, Administrative 
Record, Room 135, Interior South Building, 
U.S. Department of the Interior. 1951 
Constitution Avenue. NW„ Washington. 

DC 20240 

Office of Surface Mining—Region L U.S. 
Department of the Interior, 1st Floor, 
Thomas Hill Building. 950 Kanawha 
Boulevard East. Charleston. WV 25301. 
Office of Surface Mining—Region IL U.S. 
Department of the Interior. 530 Gay Street 
Suite 500, Knoxville. TN 37902. 

Office of Surface Mining—Region lit U.S. 
Department of the Interior. Federal Building 
and Court House. Room 52a 45 East Ohio 
Street Indianapolis, IN 46204. 

Office of Surface Mining—Region IV. U.S. 
Department of the Interior, 818 Grand 
Avenue, Kansas City. MO 64106. 

Office of Surface Mining—Region V, US. 
Department of the Interior. Brooks Towers, 
102015th Street Denver. CO 80202. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Frank Anderson. Chief. Branch of 
Environmental Analysts. Office of 
Surface Mining. U.S. Department of the 
Interior, Washington. DC 20240 
(telephone 202-343-8287). 
SUPPLEMENTARY information: Pursuant 
to the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 and title IV of SMCRA. OSM 
has prepared a programmatic FES. The 
FES addresses alternatives for two 
elements of the abandoned mine lands 
program as follows: 

A. Allocation of the Federal Share of 
the Abandoned Mine Reclamation Fund. 

(1) No action. 

(2) Allocation based on percentage of 
national fee collection. 

(3) Allocation based on percentage of 
national historic coal production, 

(4) Allocation based on percentage of 
national AML problem, or 

(5) Allocation based on goal-oriented 
composite approach. 

B. Abandoned Mine Land 
Reclamation Guidelines or Regulations. 

(1) No reclamation guidelines. 

(2) Detailed reclamation guidelines, 

(3) Detailed reclamation regulations, 
or 


(4) Goal-oriented reclamation 
guidelines. 

A notice of availability of the draft 
environmental impact statement (DES) 
was published in the Federal Register on 
November 5.1979 (44 FR 63737). 

Public hearings on the DES were held 
on November 27. 28, and 29.1979, in 
Austin. Tex; Alcoa. Tenn.; Indianapolis, 
Ind.; Denver, Colo.; and Charleston, W. 
Va. 

Comments received during the public 
comment period and public hearings 
were considered in preparation of the 
FES. Copies of written comments and 
OSM’s responses are included in the 
FES as appendix IV. 

Pursuant to the CEQ regulations (40 
CFR 1506.10), the Department’s decision 
on adoption of a policy for allocation of 
the Federal share and on the AML 
guidelines or regulations will not be 
made until 30 days after publication by 
EPA of a notice that the FES has been 
filed. 

Dated: March 17.1988 
famea H. Rathleaberger. 

Special Assistant to Assistant Secretary of 
the Interior. 

(FR Doc to-awa Filed y-\S~9Ct *49 uni 

DILUNG COOC 4310-WMi 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
Office of the Secretary 

32 CFR Part 157 
| DOD Instruction 5200.211 1 

Dissemination of DOD Technical 
Information 

agency: Office of the Secretary of 
Defense. 

action: Final rule._ 

summary: This rule provides policy and 
assigns responsibilities for the 
dissemination of Department of Defense 
technical information and establishes 
certification procedures for access to 
such information. The procedures 
established by this rule will be used by 
technical information dissemination 
activities to control access to DoD 
technical information. 
effective date: September 27,1979. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 

Mr. Andrew Aines. Research and 
Advanced Technology. Office of Deputy 
Under Secretary for Research and 
Engineering, The Pentagon. Washington. 
D C 20301, Telephone: 202-695-8139. 


1 Coplat may bt obtained, if needed, from the \JS. 
Naval Publication* and Forms Canter. 5001 Tabor 
Avenue. Philadelphia. PA 19120. Attention: Code 
301 . 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In FR 

Doc. 65-10837, appearing In the Federal 
Register (30 FR 13008) on October 13, 
1965, the Office of the Secretary of 
Defense published Part 157, effective 
September 1,1985. The source document 
(DoD Directive 5200.21) was revised 
effective December 10,1968. This 
document further revises substantially 
Part 157. 

Accordingly. 32 CFR Chapter I, is 
amended by revising PART 157, reading 
as follows: 

PART 157—DISSEMINATION OF DOD 
TECHNICAL INFORMATION 

•• 8oe 

157.1 Purpose. 

157.2 Applicability and scope. 

157.3 Policy. 

157.4 Responsibilities. 

157.5 Definitions. 

157.6 Certification for access to technical 
information. 

Authority: The provisions of this Part 157 
issued under R.S. 161, 5 U.S.C. 22. 

PART 157—DISSEMINATION OF DOD 
TECHNICAL INFORMATION 

§ 157.1 Purpose. 

This Part: 

(a) Consolidates into one document 
this Part and parts of DoD Instruction 
5100.38, “Defense Documentation Center 
for Scientific and Technical 
Information/* March 29.1985; 

(b) Supplements DoD Directive 
5100.36, “Department of Defense 
Technical Information/' December 31, 
1902, and DoD Instruction 5129.43, 
“Assignment of Functions for the 
Defense Scientific and Technical 
Information Program." January 22,1963; 

(c) Provides policy and assigns 
responsibilities for the dissemination of 
DoD technical information; 

(d) Establishes certification 
procedures for access to DoD technical 
information. 

$ 157.2 Applicability and scope. 

(a) The provisions of this Part apply to 
the Office of the Secretary of Defense, 
the Military Departments, the 
Organization of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, 
the Unified and Specified Commands, 
and the Defense Agencies (hereafter 
referred to as "DoD Components"), and 
other U.S. Government agencies 
disseminating or requesting access to 
DoD technical information. 

(b) The procedures established by this 
Part shall be used by technical 
Information Dissemination Activities to 
control access to DoD technical 
information. The access afforded 
through use of these procedures does 
not override special consideration or 


approvals that affect the flow of 
controlled information. 

(c) This Pari does not apply to primary 
distribution of technical information or 
to interlibrary loan within Department 
of Defense. 

J 157.3 Policy. 

The purpose of the DoD Technical 
Information Program is to ensure the 
complete and timely exchange among 
DoD technical activities, including both 
the in-house and DoD contractor 
communities, of all technical 
information generated by or relevant to 
the pursuit of DoD technical programs 
with due consideration of security 
requirements and access restrictions. Ail 
DoD Components responsible for 
dissemination of technical information 
shall make a positive effort to provide 
users accurate and timely technical 
information, utilizing the most effective 
media, including symposia, newsletters, 
technical reports, inquiry responses, 
online data networks, consultation and 
other media, and making optimum use of 
computer technology to store, sort, 
select, and package data and 
information. 

i 157.4 Responsibilities. 

(a) The Under Secretary of Defense 
for Research and Engineering (USDRE), 
or designee, the Deputy Under Secretary 
of Defense for Research and 
Engineering (Research and Advanced 
Technology) shall; 

(1) Manage and disseminate DoD 
technical information, as provided in 
DoD Directive 5100.38, "Department of 
Defense Technical Information/* 
December 31.1962. 

(2) Approve service charges collected 
by Information Dissemination Activities 
to provide partial reimbursement and to 
prevent excessive, unwarranted use of 
these services. 

(b) The Heads of DoD Components 
shall: 

(1) Pursue organized, coordinated, and 
comprehensive programs for technical 
information dissemination. These 
programs shall provide for the 
interchange of technical information 
within Department of Defense; between 
Department of Defense and other 
Federal agencies and their contractors; 
among Department of Defense. NATO 
governments and other allies; and 
between Department of Defense and the 
national and international scientific and 
technical community in accordance with 
DoD 5200.1-R, "Information Security 
Program Regulation," December 1978, 
and Parts 286 and 286a of this title. 

(2) Within the limits of security and 
access restrictions necessary to ensure 
adequate intra-DoD technical 


information exchange, (i) vigorously 
pursue a policy that ensures that 
technical information generated within 
activities under their cognizance is 
provided for public use through 
appropriate Federal agencies and 
technology transfer programs according 
to approved DoD clearance procedures; 
and (ii) wherever possible, provide 
unclassified technical documents and 
other information to expedite the 
information transfer procedures. 
However, all critical technology to 
which the Department of Defense has 
title or proprietary interest shall be 
classified at the appropriate level. 

(3) Certify access for DoD technical 
information users as described in 

S 157.0. 

(4) Introduce an active technology 
transfer program aimed at transferring 
to the public as much DoD-developed 
technology as is consistent with the DoD 
mission. Active participation by DoD 
laboratories, centers, and other 
organizations in Federal and local 
government technology transfer 
organizations, such as the Federal 
Laboratory Consortium, is encouraged. 

(5) Support a program for the domestic 
dissemination of DoD-developed 
technology that, because of its 
commercial significance, should be 
made available as early as possible, but 
only by means that will ensure the 
continued applicability of the 
International Traffic in Arms 
Regulations . the Export Administration 
Act of 1969, Export Administration 
Amendments of 1977, and the Export 
Administration Regulations of the 
Department of Commerce as to when 
the technology should not be exported. 

(6) Make planning and technical 
requirements information available 
through Industry Information Centers so 
that industry can plan and apply its 
resources effectively. 

(7) Make technical information on 
selected technologies available through 
Information Analysts Centers to support 
the DoD mission. 

(8) Sponsor or support technical 
symposia, conferences and meetings for 
disseminating technical information in 
accordance with DoD Directive 5200.12, 1 
"Security Sponsorship and Procedures 
for Scientific and Technical Meetings 
Involving Disclosure of Classified 
Military Information." June 15,1979, 
when the requirement exists to 
disseminate the information more 
rapidly than normal publishing 
procedures permit In accordance with 


* Copies may be obtained, if needed, from the U.S. 
Naval Publication! end Forma Center. S801 Tabor 
Avenue. Philadelphia. PA 1912a Attention: Code 
301 






Federal Register / Vol. 45, No. 56 / Thursday. March 20, 1980 / Rules and Regulations 


17989 


DoD Instruction 5129.43, 1 "Assignment 
of Functions for the Defense Scientific 
and Technical Information Program/* 
January 22,1903, certain data 
concerning DoD-aponsored technical 
symposia will be transmitted to the 
USDR6E. 

(9) Ensure compliance with provisions 
of DoD Directive 5000.11. 1 which 
prescribes policy and procedures for the 
“Data Elements and Data Codes 
Standardization Program" where 
applicable, to assigned functions for 
disseminating DoD technical 
information. 

(c) The Defense Technical 
Information Center (OTIC) shall operate 
and maintain certification and 
registration procedures as described in 

5 157.6 and shall provide appropriate 
forms and instructions. 

(d) Technical Information 
Dissemination Activities shall collect 
service charges, as approved by the 
USDRE, to prevent excessive, 
unwarranted use of their services and to 
provide partial reimbursement of costs. 

*157.5 Definitions. 

(a) Technical Information. 

Information, including scientific 
information, which relates to research, 
development, engineering, test, 
evaluation, production, operation, use, 
and maintenance of munitions and other 
military supplies and equipment. 

(b) Technical Information 
Dissemination Activity . Any activity, 
such as DTIC, that operates to assist 
individuals and organizations within the 
Department of Defense to effect 
adequate and timely dissemination of 
technical information describing 
planned or ongoing RDT&E effort and 
the documented results of such efforts 
and to provide systems and services to 
assist eligible users to identify, access, 
acquire, and use DoD technical 
information. 

(c) Primary Distribution . The initial 
distribution of a technical document 
after completion of the original 
manuscript or its equivalent 

(d) Critical Technology. Technical 
data, whose acquisition by a potential 
adversary would prove detrimental to 
the national security of the United 
States. Control of critical technology 
requires the control of associated 
critical end products (defined as 
‘keystone*’) that embody extractable 
critical technology or that consist of 
equipment which completes a process 
line, allowing the line to be fully utilized. 

(e) Technology Transfer. The process 
through which Government research 
and technology are transformed into 
processes, products, or services that can 
be applied to actual or potential public 


or private needs. It includes the 
application of technology that has been 
developed for a particular mission and, 
after modification and diversification, 
fills a different need in another 
environment 

(f) Eligible l/ser. Any DoD office, 
contractor, subcontractor, DoD potential 
contractor, or other U.S. Government 
office or its contractor whose eligibility 
and need to receive DoD technical 
information has been certified. 

(g) Contractor. An individual or 
organization outside the U.S. 

Government that has accepted any type 
of agreement or order for providing 
research, supplies, or services to a U.S. 
Government agency. The term 
specifically includes both prime 
contractors and subcontractors. 

(h) DoD Potential Contractor. An 
individual or organization outside 
Department of Defense declared eligible 
for documentation services by a 
sponsoring DoD activity on the basis of 
registration and active participation in a 
program specifically designed to 
exchange information concerning 
Defense support capability. 

(i) Industry Information Centers. 
Centers established by DoD 
Components to inform the Defense 
industrial community of DoD 
acquisition, research and development 
requirements, plans, and future needs. 
They serve as DoD access points to 
Defense planning and requirements 
documents for representatives of 
Industry, small business, university and 
nonprofit institutions registered for 
access to DoD information services. 

(j) Technical Information 
Dissemination . A fundamental and 
integral part of each RDT&E effort 
(contractual or in-house) that ensures, 
within procedures established for 
security and other specific access 
restrictions, maximum utility of and 
access to technical information about 
and technical documents generated from 
Defense-supported RDT&E. 

{ 157.6 Certification for access to 
technical Information. 

(a) Policy. (1) The Department of 
Defense shall disseminate technical 
information in support of its technical 
programs and in support of similar 
programs within other U.S. Government 
agencies. This dissemination shall be 
made to organizations whose official 
U.S. Government affiliations are 
certified. Classified information 
dissemination will be within the scope 
of its certified field of interest 
requirements and facility clearances. 
However, requests from foreign 
organizations for and transmittal of 
classified and controlled information 


products shall be made only through 
appropriate DoD foreign release offices 
under established release procedures. 

(2) A uniform certification procedure 
shall be used for the effective control of 
the flow of technical information and 
shall utilize the DD Form 1540, 
"Registration for Scientific and 
Technical Information Services.** cited 
in DoD 5220^2-R, "Industrial Security 
Regulation/* January 1979. 

(3) Certification shall be according to 
subject fields and groups of interest and 
recorded on DD Form 1540. Such 
certification is a warranty that the user*s 
oficial responsibilities require access to 
technical information that can be 
described by one or another of the 
prescribed DoD categories of science 
and technology. 

(b) Responsibilities. (1) The Defense 
Technical Information Center (DTIC) 
and the Defense Contract 
Administration Services (DCAS) shall 
operate and maintain the certification 
procedures and DD Forms 1540 and 
1541, "Facility Clearance Register/’ 

(i) DTIC shall: 

(A) Develop and distribute such 
instructions and procedural guidance os 
necessary for use by DoD Components, 
U.S. Government contractors and 
subcontractors, DoD potential 
contractors, and other U.S. Government 
offices to maintain the most effective 
use of the certification procedures 
within the terms of this Instruction and 
existing security regulations. 

(B) Maintain at DTIC the central 
authority file of eligible users and notify 
affected dissemination activities of each 
new eligible user, along with conditions 
and scope of coverage, and of any 
subsequent changes thereto. 

(C) Provide Information products from 
DTIC to eligible users as follows: 

(a) Unclassified technical information, 
subject to any approvals that may be 
required for controlled information. 

(b) Classified technical information in 
only those subject fields of interest and 
at the security level authorized on DD 
Form 1540 and in accordance with any 
approvals that may be required for 
controlled information. 

(D) Recommend changes to DoD 
5220.22-M, 1 "Industrial Security Manual 
for Safeguarding Classified 
Information." October 1977, and related 
security procedures in conformance with 
this Part. 

(ii) DCAS shall certify the DD Form 
1541 and report any change affecting a 
facility clearance through submission of 


1 Coplea may be obtained. If needed, from the U.S. 
Nava] Publication* and Form* Center. SflOl Tabor 
Avenue, Philadelphia. PA 19120 Attention: Code 
301 . 
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a revised DD Form 1541 to the central 
authority file. 

(2) Each DoD Component conducting* 
administering, or sponsoring research, 
development, test and evaluation and 
other technical work shall: 

(i) Require in-house activities to 
complete all parts of the DD Form 1540 
and submit it to the DT7C before 
requesting reports or information from 
dissemination activities. The 
commanding officer, the technical 
director, or their authorized designee 
shall review, approve, modify, or 
disapprove the registration for technical 
information services on DD Form 1540 
submitted by their personnel. 

(il) Review, approve, modify, or 
disapprove DD Form 1540 submitted by 
non-DoD activities or organizations 
under its cognizance. Personnel selected 
to authorize DD Form 1540 shall have 
the technical competence and familiarity 
with contractor or grantee programs 
necessary to Judge the subject fields of 
interest of the applicant. 

(iii) Instruct and assist its sponsored 
activities in filling out and submitting 
DD Form 1540. 

(iv) Recommend changes to DoD 
5220.22-M and related security 
procedures in conformance with this 
Part. 

(v) Promptly report to the DTIC any 
changes of certification status, such as 
change in mission of the DoD 
Component, contract termination, and 
contract or grant revision. 

(vi) Designate an office at each 
appropriate level of the organization 
with responsibility for 

(A) Providing and maintaining 
procedures that are responsive to this 
Instruction and with applicable security 
regulations. 

(B) Reviewing special cases, such as 
referral of questions on DD Form 1540 
from the DTIC 

(3) Each dissemination activity, within 
the scope of its mission, shall make its 
technical information available to 
eligible users in accordance with the 
certification terms and the applicable 
security and distribution controls. 

(c) Agencies outside the Department 
of Defense . (1) Components of non-DoD 
executive branch agencies who 
participate in the DoD Industrial 
Security Program shall follow the 
procedures prescribed for DoD 
Components in $ 157.6(b)(2) when DoD 
technical information is required. 

(2) Components of non-DoD executive 
branch agencies who do not participate 
in the DoD Industrial Security Program 
shall make specific arrangements with 
the DTIC for certification of DD Form 
1540 and facility clearance authorization 


when DoD technical information is 
required. 

(3) Components of the legislative and 
judicial branches, their contractors, and 
their grantees who are in need of 
unclassified information shall make 
specific arrangements with DTIC for 
certification of DD Form 1540. 
Certification for classified information, 
if needed, must be approved by the 
Office of the Deputy Under Secretary of 
Defense for Research and Engineering 
(Research and Advanced Technology). 
In these cases, submission of the 
completed DD Form 1540 by contractors 
and grantees must be accompanied by 
adequate facility clearance 
authorization. 

O.). Williford. 

Director. Correspondence and Directives. 
Washington Headquarters Services, 
Department of Defense. 

March 17,1980. 

[FR Doc. *W»7» Ffod 3-1040L t*i is) 

SlUJNG CODE S8 IS*7041 


Department of the Army 
32CFR Part 501 

Personnel Review Boards; Procedures 
of the Army Board for Correction of 
Military Records 

agency: Army Board for Correction of 
Military Records. 
action: Pinal rule. 

summary: Pursuant to the November 27, 
1979 order of the United District Court 
for the District of Columbia in Giles v. 
Secretary of the Army, (Civil Action No. 
77-0904). the procedures for the Army 
Board for Correction of Military Records 
are amended to set forth the standards 
and procedures to be used in the review 
of less than honorable discharges that 
were issued in an administrative 
proceeding in which the Army 
introduced evidence obtained as a result 
of compelled urinalysis testing. 

This final rule was not published for 
comment as a proposed rule because 
that would have been impracticable. 

The District Court ordered the Army to 
publish the rule, and it did not permit 
the Army latitude as to the substance of 
the rule. 

effective DATE: The amendment is 
effective March 19,1980 and will apply 
to all applications pending before the 
Army Board for Correction of Military 
Records on that date, as well as to new 
applications. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 

Mr. Raymond J. Williams, Executive 
Secretary. Army Board for Correction of 
Military Records, Room 1E512, 


Pentagon. Washington. D.C. 20310 (202) 
697-4254. 

Raymond J. Williams. 

Executive Secretary. Army Board for 
Correction of Military Records . 

PART 581—PERSONNEL REVIEW 
BOARDS 

Accordingly, 32 CFR 581.3 is amended 
by adding a new paragraph (h)(5) 
reading as follows: 

} 581.3 Army Board for Correction of 
Military Records. 

• • • • # 

(hj • • • 

(5) Special standards . (i) Pursuant to 
the November 27.1979 order of the 
United States District Court for the 
District of Columbia in Giles v. 
Secretary of the Army (Civil Action No. 
77-0904), a former Army aervicemembcr 
is entitled to an honorable discharge If a 
less than honorable discharge was 
issued to the servicemember in an 
administrative proceeding in which the 
Army introduced evidence developed by 
or as a direct or indirect result of 
compelled urinalysis testing 
administered for the purpose of 
identifying drug abusers (either for the 
purposes of entry into a treatment 
program or to monitor progress through 
rehabilitation or follow-up). 

(ii) Applicants who believe that they 
fall within the scope of paragraph I. 
should place the word Category In 
block (11), DD Form 149, Application for 
Correction of Military or Naval Record. 
Such applications shall be reviewed 
expeditiously by a designated official 
who will either send the individual an 
honorable discharge certificate if the 
individual falls within the scope of 
subparagraph i above, or forward the 
application to the Discharge Review 
Board if the individual does not fall 
within the scope of subparagraph i 
above. The action of the designated 
official shall not constitute an action or 
decision by the Board for the Correction 
of Military Records. 

(iii) The Department of the Army is 
presently seeking to appeal the District 
Court order that requires promulgation 
of subparagraphs i and ii above. If, as a 
result of the appeal, the District Court 
order is stayed, modified or vacated, 
subparagraphs i and ii above may be 
revised or revoked and actions taken on 
applications submitted pursuant thereto 
may be modified or reversed. 

fFR Doc BfV4407 FU*d ft 43 «nj 

BILUNG CODE J7t04S-M 
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32 CFR Part 581 

Personnel Review Boards; Procedures 
and Standards of the Army Discharge 
Review Board 

agency: Army Discharge Review Board 
a ction: Final rule. _ 

summary: Pursuant to the November 27, 
1979 order of the United District Court 
for the District of Columbia In Giles v. 
Secretary of the Army . (Civil Action No. 
77-0904). the procedures for the Army 
Discharge Review Board are amended to 
set forth the standards and procedures 
to be used in the review of less than 
honorable discharges that were issued 
in an administrative proceeding in 
which the Army introduced evidence 
obtained as a result of compelled 
urinalysis testing. 

This final rule was not published for 
comment as a proposed rule because 
that would have been impracticable. 

The District Court ordered the Army to 
publish the rule, and it did not permit 
the Army latitude as to the substance of 
the rule. 

effective DATE: The amendment is 
effective March 19.1980 and will apply 
to all applications pending before the 
Army Discharge Review Board on that 
date, as well as the new applications. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
LTC Albert A. Covington. Legal Advisor. 
Army Discharge Review Board, Room 
1F.478, Pentagon, Washington, D.C 
20310 (202) 697-3166. 

William E. Weber 

Colonel infantry President Army Discharge 
Review Board. 

PART 581-PERSONNEL REVIEW 
BOARD 

Accordingly, Appendix C of 32 CFR 
581.2 is amended by adding a new 
paragraph 4. reading as follows: 

Appendix C.—Discharge Review Standards 
• • • • 

“4. Special Standards, a. Pursuant to the 
November 27.1979 order of the United States 
Duitrict Court for the District of Columbia in 
Giles v. Secretary of the Army (Qvtl Action 
No. 77-0904). s former Army •ervicemember 
is entitled to an honorable discharge if a less 
than honorable discharge was issued to the 
%* r\ icemember in an administrative 
proceeding in which the Army introduced 
evidence developed by or as a direct or 
indirect result of compelled urinalysis testing 
administered for the purpose of identifying 
drug abusers (either for the purposes of entry 
Into a treatment program or to monitor 
progress through rehabilitation or follow-up). 

b Applicants who believe that they fall 
within the scope of paragraph a. should place 
the word CATEGORY "G" in block (8). DD 
Form 293, Application for Review of 


Discharge or Dismissal from the Armed 
Forces of the United States. Such 
applications shall be reviewed expeditiously 
by a designated official who will either send 
the individual an honorable discharge 
certificate if the individual falls within the 
scope of subparagraph a. above, or forward 
the application to the Discharge Review 
Board if the individual does not fall within 
the scope of subparagraph a. above. The 
action of the designated official shall not 
constitute an action or decision by the 
Discharge Review Board. 

c. The Department of the Army is presently 
seeking to appeal the District Court order that 
requires promulgation of subparagraphs a. 
and b. above. It as a result of the appeal the 
District Court order is stayed modified or 
vacated subparagraphs a. and b. above may 
be revised or revoked and actions taken on 
applications submitted pursuant thereto may 
be modified or reversed, 
pa Doc. flo-ewe pu*j s-ta-eot ass tnl 

BILLING COOC 1710-06-N 


Department of the Air Force 
32 CFR Part 811 

Sales or Release of Audiovisual 
Documentation 

aoency: Department of the Air Force, 
DOD. 

action: Final rule._ 

summary: The Department of the Air 
Force is revising Part 811 of Chapter VIL 
Title 32 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations. This revision states the 
policy on sale, use, and release of 
audiovisual documentation and provides 
a new table and schedule of fees. It 
implements DOD Instructions 7230.7. 
June 12,1979. and 7730.53, July 15.1970. 
EFFECTIVE DATE; February 11.1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 
Major D. C. Anderson, telephone (202) 
695-9610. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Part 811 
of Subchapter B. Chapter VIL Title 32, of 
the Code of Federal Regulations has 
been revised. This revision Incorporate* 
the revised DOD Instruction 7230.7, 
updates the schedule of fees and rates to 
reflect prior increases and improves 
readability. 

Accordingly, Title 32 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations Is amended by 
revising Part 811 to read as follow. 

PART 811—SALE OR RELEASE OF 
AUDIOVISUAL DOCUMENTATION 

Sec. 

6114) Purpose. 

611.1 Exclusions. 

611.2 Authority for using or releasing 
audiovisual materially 

811.3 Policy on the sale. use. and release of 
audiovisual products. 


Sec. 

811.4 Procedures for requesting audiovisual 
materials. 

811.5 Schedule of fees. 

811.6 Motion picture or TV materials— 
requests for. 

8117 Still photographic materials—requests 
for. 

Authority: 10 U.S.C 0012,31 U.S.C. 483a. 

Note.—This part is derived from Air Force 
Regulation 95-5, February 1L1980. 

Part 806 of this chapter states the 
basic policies and instructions governing 
the disclosure of records and tells 
members of the public what they must 
do to inspect or obtain copies of the 
material referenced herein. 

5811.0 Purpose. 

This part sets the policy on the sale, 
use, and release of unclassified Air 
Force audiovisual documents, and the 
dissemination of classified documentary 
material. It explains when reproductions 
may be sold or released without charge; 
includes a schedule of fees; and tells 
how to collect and control fees. This 
part applies to all members and 
employees of the Department of the Air 
Force. It implements Department of 
Defense (DOD) Instructions 7230.7, June 
12. 1979. and 7730.53, July 15. 197a It 
should be used with Parts 806, 812 and 
813 of this chapter. 

§811.1 Exclusions. 

This part does not apply to: (a) The 
sale of aerial reconnaissance or 
cartographic-type photography. Send 
each request for such photography to the 
Assistant Secretary of Defense (Public 
Affairs). Washington. D.C 20301 (see 
AFR 95-8). 

(b) The sale of completed productions. 
Requests for Air Force completed 
productions should be sent to the 
National Audiovisual Center, 
Washington, D.C 20409. 

(c) Audiovisual records made for the 
Air Force Office of Special 
Investigations, for use In an 
Investigation or a counterintelligence 
report Parts 806 and 952 of this chapter 
show who may use this photography. 

(d) Audiovisual records made for 
aircraft and missile mishap 
investigators, for their investigations of 
Air Force aircraft and missile mishaps, 
per AFR 127-4. Parts 806 and 952 of this 
chapter show who may use this 
photography. 

5 811.2 Authority for using or releasing 
audiovisual material 

(a) Part 811a of this chapter tells who 
may and who may not use official Air 
Force photography. 

(b) Part 806 of this chapter tells who 
may and who may not have Air Force 
audiovisual materials. 
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(c) DOD 5200.1-R/AFR 205-1 tells 
how classified material must be 
handled. Copies of classified Air Force 
photography can be used for official 
needs, if the military unit that classified 
it approves its use. How classified 
material is downgraded is shown in 
DOD 5200.1-R/AFR 205-1. 

(d) AFR 400-3 tells how a foreign 
government may get an Air Force film. 

(e) The following agencies may clear 
audiovisual products for release: 

(1) The Secretary of the Air Force, 
Office of Public Affairs (SAF/PA), may 
release audiovisual materials (per AFR 
190-12, Parts 637 and 822 of this chapter, 
and this part) to: 

(1) Newsprint magazine, or electronic 
media. 

(ii) Film companies. 

(ill) Industries. 

(hr) Nonprofit organizations. 

(v) Agencies outside of the federal 
government 

(vi) The general public (not from the news 
media). 

(2) The Secretary of the Air Force, 
Office of Legislative Liaison (SAF/LL), 
releases audiovisual material upon 
request from members of Congress. 

(3) The International Affairs Division 
(HQ USAF/CVAl(S)), or major 
commands (MAJCOM), or separate 
operating agencies (SOA) that hold a 
delegation of disclosure authority letter 
(DDL), is the releasing authority of 
classified and unclassified materials for 
use by foreign governments, 
international organizations, or their 
representatives, per AFR 200-9. 

(4) Requests for audiovisual material 
from foreign nationals or foreign 
industries (except representatives of 
foreign governments or international 
organizations) should be sent to SAF/ 

PA for handling, per AFR 190-22. 

(5) The servicing casualty assistance 
office is the releasing authority for 
audiovisual materials, to be used by the 
Armed-Forces In casualty status, by 
their next of kin. or by authorized 
representatives. 

5 811-3 Policy on the tala, use, and 
release of audiovisual products. 

(a) Sale of Audiovisual Material Air 
Force audiovisual products may be sold. 

It is Air Force policy not to compete 
with commercial services. When 
audiovisual materials are sold to 
persons or organizations outside the 
federal government, charges and fees 
must be assessed according to Part 812 
of this chapter. 

(b) Release of Audiovisual Material to 
State and Local Governments. 
Audiovisual materials or services that 
meet the requirements of this part may 
be sold to State and local governments, 


under Title III of the 1968 
Intergovernmental Cooperation Act. The 
requestor must certify that such services 
are not available from commercial 
sources. 

(c) Sale of Original Aduiovisual 
Material. Original audiovisual materials 
are not for sale. Reproductions of the 
original may be sold. HQ USAF/ 
XOOTV may authorize the release of 
original materials for federal 
government use. SAF/PA may loan 
original material to agencies outside the 
federal government and to the public. 
Material is released only to approved 
laboratories for reproduction and at no 
cost to the Air Force. 

(1) Air Force depositories use only Air 
Force-owned materials in servicing 
approved requirements. Exceptions for 
access to other materials must be with 
the written permission of the owner. 

(2) Production of materials for sale 
must not stop or slow down official Air 
Force work or be used to get more 
personnel or equipment. 

(d) Restrictions on the Use of Records. 
Activities that send materials to the 
depositories must be sure that any 
limitation on its use is noted on the 
material. Also, the following restrictions 
must be observed: 

(1) Materials are not used to promote 
or indorse a commercial service or 
product per Part 837 of this chapter. 

(2) Rights of official Air Force 
audiovisual material may not be claimed 
by any other agency or person. 

(3) The waiver of proprietary and 
privacy rights cannot be granted with 
the sale or release of audiovisual 
materials, unless these rights and the 
rights of transfer are owned by the Air 
Force. 

(4) Audiovisual material received 
from Air Force contractors must not be 
released or sold to competitive 
contractors. Such material may be 
released if it is part of an Air Force 
contract requirement or Is not of a 
proprietary nature. Also, if the Air Force 
contracting officer, having Jurisdiction 
over the contract, determines that it is in 
the best interest of the Air Force, such 
material may be released. 

(5) Air Force activities creating 
research and development record 
photography and depositing it according 
to AFR 95-4, may get the film on loan 
from the depository having custody. 

(6) Formal agreements between the 
Air Force and other government 
agencies provide for photographic and 
related services. When the provisions in 
such an agreement differ from this part 
regarding release of materials to 
government agencies, the provisions of 
the formal agreement apply. 


(e) Request and Services Exempt From 
Fees. Requests received from the below 
listed sources are exempt from the 
payment of fees, according to Part 813 of 
this chapter, if funds are available for 
producing the material, the service does 
not hurt the mission of the furnishing 
agency, all clearances and releases 
specified by this part have been 
obtained, and work can be done during 
normal work hours. When the funds for 
such use are not on hand, the request 
may be filled when fees are paid by the 
requester. 

(1) DOD and other government 
agencies, requesting audiovisual 
materials for official activities. 

(2) Members of Congress, requesting 
audiovisual materials for use in official 
activities. 

(3) Audiovisual depository materials 
or services that are furnished according 
to law or executive orders. 

(4) Federal, State, territorial, county, 
or municipal governments or their 
agencies, carrying on a function related 
to or furthering an Air Force or other 
DOD objective. 

(5) Nonprofit organizations, carrying 
on a function related to, or in the 
interest of public health and welfare. 

(0) Members of the Armed Forces in a 
casualty status, or his or her next of kin 
or authorized representative, when the 
requested audiovisual material relates 
to the member. 

(7) The genera] public, to further the 
Armed Forces recruiting program or 
public understanding of the Armed 
Forces, when such photography or 
service is determined by SAF/PAM to 
be in the best interest of the Air Force. 

(8) Incidental or occasional requests 
for audiovisual depository materials or 
services (including requests from 
residents of foreign countries), when it is 
determined that fees would be 
inappropriate. (For the distribution of 
motion picture or still photography to 
foreign nationals, see AFR 190-22.) 

5 811.4 Procedures for requesting 
audiovisual materials. 

(a) First, inquiries may be made to the 
depository to find out what audiovisual 
materials are available in broad subject 
areas. Such inquiries are not formal 
requests. No screening or access to 
materials Is provided without the 
submission of a formal request and prior 
telephone or written approval of the 
request. A request for motion picture or 
television materials should be sent to 
the USAF Central Audiovisual 
Depository. A request for still photo 
materials should be sent to the USAF 
Central Still Photographic Depository. 

(b) Submit formal requests according 
to 811.6 and 811.7. When told that the 








Federal Register / VoL 45 , No. 56 / Thursday. March 20, 1980 


request has been approved, the 
requester may communicate directly 
with the depository about the selection 
of materials. 


§ 811.5 Schedule of fees. 

Fees are established by the 
Department of Defense and are listed as 

follows: 

Sot*-—All prices are subject to change 
without notice. 

1. StUl Pictorial or Documentary 
Photographic Reproduction. Black and White. 
No more than three prints may be sold from 
any single negative. 

fiice 


• 4 by 5 inch iiogto wgM gkttsy Or** 

IX prtrt . .—..—. . 675 

2nd and 3* pnnta «rom um nagabva - *0 

b 5 by 7 Inch xngla waight gto** »n«h: 

IX print _.— .. . - — » 100 

2rxJ ** 3rd print* from umt nagabva - 75 

t 6 by 10irKh»^»^flN^o«ySni»lt 

ix print, .— — .— ~ 1 29 

2nd 3rd print* Sow *ama nagatoa - 100 

d 8 by 10 inch dcubto wwgfrt man# ftnXt 

IX prim--- 2W 

3rd prim* bom aanxrwgacwa^..__. 1J0 

• 11 by 14 r<h doUb*a waigh! n\afto IMah - 420 

I 16 by 20 mch doutola wwgri mafia hnmh - SSO 

9 20«*24aichdoUbtowaighlm44lalmah - 7-75 

2. Color Transparencies (not to exceed 
three copies of any one view): 

a 3Srwti duptcalt iftda from cotoraftda - SO 

8 35mm franawmey (not 1:1) torn odor nagatwa, 350 

proto print, or Irifxxwcy 

c. 4 by S weft ootor bantparancy orcctor nog*0va-~ 000 
d 8 by 10 Xch odor traraparancy or COtor nagabva* 16.75 

3. Color Prints (not to exceed three copies 
of any one view): 


a 4 toy S inch color pm* 

tx prim -.- 

2nd ind 3rd pnnti from aamo nagtttve .— ISO 

b 8 by 10 rich color prtrt 

ixprniL ..„.. *50 

2nd and 3rd print* bora uma nagat»t M - 600 

t 11 by 14 inch odor print 

IX prim ..—,——- - too 

2nd and 3rd print* bom tamo n aga X ra - - - - 600 

d 18 by 20 nch color print -- 17 60 


•l 16 by 10 inert color phm mounted on 20 toy 24 2300 

nefi cardboard 

t Saarchiag and raaaartring par hour. S1300, Mb*> 
mum charga, $10.00 


Pnc0p* tool 


16mm lab-to-tab prlnflng. add.. 
35mm work prill- 


Contort Rmlucton 
•07 

.11 - 


ahort ro8a (undar 400 

Imi), - 

35mm lab-to-tobpriibng, add 
C Magnaac Tapa: 

Dup (16mm. 35mm, W Inch) p m 


•06 

•06 


•6500 


Saarcring, aach how or fracdon fiaraol-...— 
Minimum charga par ordar (motoring XOC* 


16mm Mm to 2*** vttaotapa iranatar (doaa 
not bictoda tapah-P* h®»*. 


Mrwnwn charga tor 16mm Mm to 2-Inch wd* 
r (daa not tnctoda tape) -- 


61300 
25 00 
22600 
12500 


5. General. Chargee for any additional 
services not specified above: 

a. Mmimum charga tor of*oa copy raproActon 

(minimum to to fl imagaa) - . — . — 

b Each addMonX ft 

c Each rypmmrtxn 

•To b* 


$240 

06 

2 40 


Carol M. Rose. 

Airforce Federal Register, Liaison Officer. 

BILLING CODE 3810-01-M 


4. Motion Picture and Sound Track Stock 
Footage, Printed and Processed: 

Pricmpsrtoet 


a Cctor. 

i6mm my* print (nagabva or 

po***)- 

16mm ravorsat work print- 

16mm maatar poaMva 

16mm dup rwgabv# (bom maatar 

yVMili ^ 

16mm ravaraX dup nagabva- 

16mm Mamagabva (Irom 

favaraai ongnaQ .. 

16mm ihort toh (wxMr 200 

Mao, add_ 

16mm tab fco tab printing, add- 

35mm work print (nagawa or 

poaittva)__ 

35mm matter nnxiha_ 

35mm dup nagabva- 

35mm ravaraal dup nagatoa _ 
35mm ihort roia (undar 400 laat) 
add_ 

35mm lab-to-tab printing add — 
6 6iaca and Wtxa: 

16mm work print (nagatoa or 
poadha) { 

16mm rnaxar povtva (Ona grain). 

16 mm dup nagabva . 

16mm *hort rofla (vmdtr 200 
tott). add- 


Contort firturtton 


617 

624 

.17 

24 

27 

64 

40 

44 

40 

44 

IS . 


•06 


•.15 



22 

60 

60 

120 

‘06 

•16 


.10 .16 

.13 .17 

20 26 

•06 















































1811-6 Motion picture or TV materials—requests for. 


R 

U 

L 

A 

B 

I c 

D 

E 

If the requestor ia 

and material requested is 



E 

unclassified 

classified 

then furaiah in writing the 


1 

the public media (news. entertain- 

merit, documentary. advertisers, 
industrial media producers, edi¬ 
tors & writers) 

X 


film sequence outline of script; 
intended use of the film; type 
of film stock needed (rveg, in* 
temeg, print); approx number 
or screen feet 

SAF/PA. Wash DC 20330, for 
national release; servicing 01. 
for local release 

2 

the general public (non-news me¬ 
dia) 

X 

— 

SAF/PA. Wnk DC 20330 

3 

an Aar Force or other federal gov¬ 
ernment agency 

X 

"" 

intended use of the film; type 

of film stock needed Ineg, in* 
temeg. print); approx number 

AAVS/LGHD. Norton AFH 
CA 92409 

4 

A federal government contractor 
(to meet AV reqrats specified in 
Federal contract) 

X 


of screen feet 

AF plant representative 

6 

an Aur Force contractor (to meet 
AV reqmts specified in an USAF 
contract) 


X 

intended use of the material, 
type of material needed (print, 
neg, in temeg), required num¬ 


6 

a federal government contractor 
(to provide material for public re¬ 
lease) 

X 


ber of prints, slides, negs, etc.; 
a full justification for access to 
cb&sified material 

• 

7 

AF pbnt representative (to pro¬ 
vide material to federal govern¬ 
ment contractor that is specified 
in federal contract) 

X 



AAVS/LGHD. Norton AFB 
CA 92409 

8 

AF pbnt representative (to pro¬ 
vide material to federal govern¬ 
ment contractor for release to 
public) 

X 



SAF/PA. AAVS/LGHD. IN 
TURN 

9 

AF pbnt representative (to pro¬ 
vide material to an Air Force con- 
tractor that was specified in 
USAF contract) 


X 


MAJCOM or SOA (CO, 
AAVS/LGHD. IN TURN 

10 

a non federal government agency 
(state, county, territorial munici¬ 
pal) 

X 


intended use of the film; type 
of film stock needed (neg. in- 
temeg. print), approx number 
of screen feet; a certification 
(hat requested material cannot 
he procured reasonably and ex* 
(>editiously through normal 
business channels 

SAF/PA. W’ash DC 203-10 

11 

member* of Congress 

X 

X 

intended use of film; type of 

SAP'LL. Wash DC 20330. 

12 

Foreign government*, interna¬ 
tional organizations of their rep¬ 
resentatives 

X 

x~ 

film stock needed (neg. inter- 
neg, print); approx number of 
screen feet; full justification 
for access to classified mater- 

HQ USAF/CVARS). or 
MAJCOM or SOA (IN) holding 
DDL. 

13 

foreign nationals or foreign indus¬ 
tries (other than representatives 
of foreign governments or inter¬ 
national organizations 

X 


ia) 

ICA office serving the foreign 
country (see note) 

14 



X 


HQ USAF/CVAKSl. Wash DC 
20330. or MAJCOM or SOA 
(IN) hnldmc DDL 

15 

an Air Force activity 

— 

X 


MAJCOM or SOA (CC 
AAVS/LGHD/.Y TURN 

16 

a non-A ir Force activity 


X 

intended use of film; type of 
film stock needed (neg. inter- 
neg. print); approx number of 
screen feet; full justification 
for access to cbssified mater* 
ud; a statement describing the 
measures to be taken, at least 
equal to those in DOD 
5200 1-R/AFR 205-1, to safe¬ 
guard and protect the material 
against unauthorized disclo¬ 
sure 

HQ USAF/XOOTV. Wash DC 
20330. 


NOTE Requests onjtinatjnK within the United States may be sent to SAF/PA. Wash DC 20330. for coordination with HQ USAF/CVAUSI and ICA 

clearance. 
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} a 11.7 SUM photographic material*—r*qu**t» tor. 


R 

A 

: » i 

c 

U 

L 

B 


and material 

requested i* 

! 

the public media (new*, entertain¬ 

ment. documentary. :idverti«cr», 
industrial media producer*, edi¬ 
tor* & writers! 

X 






2 

the general public (ruin-new* me¬ 
dia) 

X 


3 

an Air Force or other federal gov¬ 
ernment agency 

X 


4 

a federal government contractor 
(to meet AV reqmts specified in 

X 

• 


federal con tract) 


—— - 

5 

an Air Force plant representative 
(to meet a federal government 
contractor* need* specified in 

X 



Federal contract) 



6 

an Air Force contractor (to meet 
AV reqmt* specified in an CSAF 
contract) 


X 

r 7 

an Air Force plant representative 
(to meet an Air Force contractor * 
need* specified in an USAF con¬ 
tract). 


X 

8 

a non-federal government agency 
(state, county, territorial, munici¬ 
pal) 

X 






9 

members of Congress 

X 

X 

10 

foreign governments. tnlvmaUon- 
al organizations or their rrprreen- 

X 

X 


Utives • 



rr 

foreign nationals or foreign indus¬ 
tries other than representative* 

X 

• 


foreign government* or interna¬ 

--- 

X 

12 

tional organization*! 


13 

an Air Force artivitv 


X 

ir 

a non-Air Force activity 

- 

X 


D 


thro furnish in writing the 

tended um* of the material: 
type of material needed Ineg. 
print, intrraegK required num- 
b«f of print*. abde*, negn, etr. 

intended use of the material: 
type of material ne»*ded (tieg. 
print, intemegfc required num¬ 
ber of print*, slide*, neg*. etr. 


request to 

saw a. Wash nr »a*io. f.* 

nation*'! rek.w; att'nun dt. 
for lor.il release. 


intended use of the material; 
type of material need»*d fprint. 
neg, intrrnegfc required num¬ 
ber of prints, alkie*, no#*, etru 
a full justify ation for acre** to 
dUaifified material 


intended use of lb** material: 
type of material o**ri»d (neg, 
print. intern*vfc require! num 
her of print*, slide*. neg*. etr.: 
a certification llwi the re¬ 
quested mniitnl rurnwl ho 
pnrvml mwmwhly and ex* 
l»ediik>usl> through *»rdii».%rv 
biMhvv** channel* 
internU-d u*e of th#- material, 
type of material ne»ded (print, 
neg. interuegt. required nuni- 
U-r of print*. slides. m-g*. etr.; 
a full jollification for •*«* to 
dandled in «teii.il 


UHAF 'Vntnd Still Photo IN- 
pontorv. 1221 S F»*ni St. Ar¬ 
lington V A 22/Q2. 


AKplant representative. 


KAFlPA. Wash PC 2000 


APpfcmt representative 


MAJOOM or SOA (CT. l SAF 
Central Still Photo llepMti 
ton. IN TUBS' 

SAF/PA \\n*hl>C20:i:«t 


SAF/1.1.. Ward! IK % 2fKI30. 

HQ USAFICVAUSK or MAJ 
COM or SOA (INI holding 
DDL 

|*SAF Central Still Photo IV- 

prtfilonr 

IIQ UAKFA'VAUSk Wash DC 
20330. or MAJCOM or SOA 
(IN). holding DDL 

M A-ICOM or SOA (CO. l‘SAF 
Central Still Phot-. IVpreo- 
tor yJX TlltS 


IIQ tTSAflXOOTV, Win* DC 

mtin 


intended tt^* of th» material. 

I vpe nl material imilcd tn«*g. 
print. Ilitemefct. nqt.ir* d lollii- 
her of prmt«. ididrs-. neg*. etr; 
a full justification f*e newi to 
classified mater ud 
intended use of the material: 
type of material need. I (nrg. 
print. intrmqtt requited worn 
her of print*. slide*. neg*. etc. 
a full jusUlk’Atiw* for *rce**to 
classified material » state¬ 
ment describing tin mnKttWt 
to he taken, nl Vast equal to 
th.*e in DOD 5200 1-K/AFR 
2ffcVt. to safeguard and pr«*» 
lt*»i ihe material agamM nnnu 
I forked djarkwurr 

NOTR 1 R«iu«u: originating within thr United Sfcrtw may hi- «m. t n RAK/PA. Wa.h DC»«». for nmmtinatkm with IU|I RAF/CVAItStamt ICA 
'Varanre. 

px Obc aa-eon nwi-»«t m m] 

BtLUMQ COOt J910-C1-C 
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VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 
3« CFR Part 21 

Veterans’ Education; Education Loans 

agency: Veterans* Administration. 
action: Final regulation. 


summary: These regulations implement 
those provisions of the Veterans* 
Housing Benefits Act of 1978 which 
pertain to the education loan program. 
They set a minimum level of tuition and 
fees which certain veterans and eligible 
persons must pay before they can be 
eligible for an education loan. They also 
shorten the time period for repayment of 
small loans. 

EFFECTIVE date: March 7.1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

June C. Schaeffer. Assistant Director for 
Policy and Program Administration. 
Education and Rehabilitation Service. 
Department of Veterans Benefits. 
Veterans* Administration, 810 Vermont 
Avenue, NW„ Washington, DC 20420. 
202-389-2092. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 

pages 65083 and 65064 of the Federal 
Register of November 9,1979 there was 
published a notice of intent to amend 
part 21 to implement those provisions of 
the Veterans’ Housing Benefits Act of 
1978 which pertain to the education loan 
program. Interested persons were given 
30 days in which to submit comments, 
suggestions or objections regarding the 
proposal. The Veterans* Administration 
received one letter containing 
comments. 

The commenter stated that he did not 
think that a minimum tuition which is 
bused upon $700 per academic year was 
realistic. However, he had reviewed the 
legislative and academic history of the 
education loan program nnd agreed that 
the regulations conformed to the intent 
of Congress. 

He also suggested that S 21.4501(b)(3) 
was too cumbersome, and should be 
rewritten. After careful consideration 
the Veterans* Administration has 
decided not to accept this suggestion. 
Section 21.4503 states the periods for 
which a loan can be authorized. 
Unnecessary ambiguity can be avoided 
by providing a method for calculating 
the minimum tuition for each of them. 

This is done in § 21.4501(b). 

The proposed changes S5 21.4501 and 
21.4504 are deemed proper and are 
hereby approved: 

Approved: March 7.1980. 


By direction of the Administrator 
Rufus H. Wilson. 

Deputy A dm inis tra tor. 

1. In 5 21.4501, paragraphs (a) and (b) 
are revised to read as follows: 

921.4501 Eligibility. 

(a) General. The criteria for 
determining a veteran's or other eligible 
person’s eligibility for an education loan 
depend upon whether or not the 
veteran’s or eligible person’s delimiting 
period as determined by 9 21.1042. 

9 21.1043. f 21.3041 or § 21.3046 has 
expired. Any veteran or eligible person 
shall be entitled to an education loan if 
he or she meets the criteria of this 
paragraph as well as the criteria of 
either paragraph (b) or (c) of this section 
os appropriate. The veteran or eligible 
person must: 

(1) Have financial resources that may 
be reasonably expected to be expended 
for education needs and which are 
insufficient to meet the expected actual 
cost of attendance; and 

(2) Execute a promissory note payable 
to the Veterans Administration, as 
provided by 9 21.4504. 

(b) Additional criteria for veterans 
and eligible persons eligible to receive 
educational assistance allowance. An 
education loan shall be granted to a 
veteran or eligible person whose 
delimiting period as determined by 

9 21.1042. 9 21.1043, 9 21.3041 or 
9 21.3046 has not expired if the veteran 
or eligible person meets the eligibility 
requirements found in paragraph (a) of 
this section and if the veteran or eligible 
person: 

(1) At the time the loan is authorized, 
is in attendance at an educational 
institution on at least a halftime basis, 
and 

(1) Is enrolled in a course leading to a 
standard college degree, or 

(ii) Is enrolled in a course, the 
completion of which requires 6 months 
or longer, leading to an identified and 
predetermined professional or 
vocational objective; unless the Director 
of the VA field station of jurisdiction 
waives these requirements, in whole or 
in part, upon determination that to do so 
is in the interest of the veteran or 
eligible person and the Federal 
Government as prescribed in 9 21.4500: 
and 

(2) Is in receipt of educational 
assistance allowance under section 1661 
or subchapter II of chapter 35. title 38, 
United States Code; and 

(3) Must be required to pay to the 
educational institution for tuition and 
fees an amount equal to or greater than 
an amount to be determined as follows: 


(i) If the veteran or eligible person is 
enrolled in a course organized on a term 
basis, the amount shall be determined 
by multiplying $700 by % if the proposed 
loan period is 2 consecutive quarters, by 
multiplying $700 by Vi if the proposed 
loan period is one semester, or by 
multiplying $700 by Vi if the proposed 
loan period is either 1 quarter or is a 
term of 8 weeks or more, not part of the 
ordinary school year. The resulting 
figure is multiplied by 1 if the veteran or 
eligible person is a full-time student on 
the day the loan is authorized, by % If 
the veteran or eligible person is a three- 
quarter time student on the day the loan 
is authorized or by Vi if the veteran or 
eligible person is a half-time student on 
the day the loan is authorized 

(ii) If the veteran or eligible person is 
not enrolled in a course organized on a 
term basis and the proposed loan period 
is 6 months in length, the amount shall 
be determined in the same manner as 
for a veteran or eligible person whose 
proposed loan period is 2 quarters. 

(iii) If the veteran or eligible person is 
not enrolled in a course organized on a 
term basis and the proposed loan period 
is less than 8 months in length, the 
amount shall be: 

(a) An average of $77 per month of the 
proposed loan period if the veteran is a 
full-time student on the day that the loan 
is authorized 

(f>) An average of $57 per month of the 
proposed loan period if the veteran is a 
three-quarter time student on the day 
that the loan is authorized, or 

(c) An average of $38 per month of the 
proposed loan period if the veteran is a 
half-time student on the day that the 
loan is authorized. 

(38 U.S.C 1798(g); Pub. L 95-478: 92 Slat. 

1497) 

2. In 9 21.4504, paragraph (a)(3) is 
revised to read as follows: 

9 21.4504 Promissory note* 

(a) General The agreement by the 
Veterans Administration to loan money 
pursuant to section 1798, title 38, United 
States Code, to any eligible veteran or 
eligible person shall be in the form of a 
promissory note which shall include: 

• • • • • 

(3) A note or other written obligation 
providing for repayment of the principal 
amount, and interest on the loan in 
annual installments over a period 
beginning 9 months after the date on 
which the borrower first ceases to be at 
least a half-time student and ending: 

(i) For loans of $600 or more, 10 years 
and 9 months after such date, or 

(ii) For loans of less than $600,1 year 
and 7 months after such date for the first 
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$50 of the loan plus 1 additional month 
for each additional $5 of the loan. 

(38 U AC 1798. Pub. L 95-176; 92 Stat 1497) 
• • • • • 

|FR Dot Wad J-lO-4* MB «»| 

billing cooc mkmm-u 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Part 52 
(FRL 1439-6) 

Approval and Promulgation of State 
implementation Plan Revision for 
Michigan; Correction 

agency: U.S. Environmental Protection 

Agency. 

action: Final rulemaking; corrections. 

summary: On December 21.1979 (44 FR 
75635) and May 3.1979 (44 FR 25840) the 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
(USEPA) published notices of final 
rulemaking which approved revisions to 
the Michigan State Implementation Plan 
(SIP). These revisions extended the 
compliance dates for the Monroe County 
Plant of the Detroit Edison Company 
and the Cobb, Karo and Weadock 
Plants of the Consumers Power 
Company. On page 75637 of the 
December 21,1979 Federal Register 
publication and on page 25840 of the 
May 3,1979 publication, the last 
paragraphs, amending Part 52 of Chapter 
1, Tide 40 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations, failed to contain an 
identification of the plans. This 
document corrects those omissions. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 
Gary Gulezian, Chief. Regulatory 
Analysis Section. Air Programs Branch 
Region V. U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency, 230 South Dearborn Street. 
Chicago. Illinois 60604. (312) 686-6029. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

On page 25840 the May 3,1979 
publication should have included, in 
addition to the chart indicating the final 
compliance dates, the following 
information under Subpart X-Michigan: 

Subpart X-MIchigan 

5 52.1170 Identification of plan. 

• • • • • 

(c) • • • 

(14) Order extending the final 
compliance dates for meeting the sulfur 
dioxide emission limitation was 
submitted by the Michigan Department 
of Natural Resources for the Kara. 
Weadock and Cobb Plant Units of the 
Consumers Power Co. 

* • • . . 


s 52.1175 Compliance ■ctwduJM. 

• • • • • 

The December 21,1979 Federal 
Register publication should have 
included the following information on 
page 75637 in the paragraph amending 
Part 52 of Chapter 1, Title 40 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations: 

Subpart X—Michigan 

$ 52.1170 Identification of plan. 

• • • • • 

(C) ### 

(15) Order extending compliance date 
for meeting the sulfur dioxide emission 
limitation was submitted by the State of 
Michigan Department of Natural 
Resources for the Detroit Edison 
Company. Monroe County Plant on 
December 12,1977. 


$ 52.1175 Compliance schedules. 


• • • • • 

Dated: March 11.1980. 

!ohn McGuire, 

Regional Administrator . 

(FR Doc ao-fflT? Filed 4-1*4* *45 am] 
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40 CFR Parts 122 andl 25 
(FRL 1440-6] 

National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES); NPDES 
Best Management Practices Guidance 
Document and Regulations 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 

action: Continuation of Deferral of 
Effective Date and Notice of Availability 
of Technical Information._ 

summary: This notice announces the 
availability of the draft NPDES Best 
Management Practices (BMP) Guidance 
Document. At this same time EPA is 
providing a review and comment period 
on the Guidance Document and is 
continuing the deferral of the effective 
date of the BMP requirements. 
dates: Comments on the draft NPDES 
Best Management Practices Guidance 
Document must be received on or before 
[45 days from the date of publication of 
this notice]. 

The effective date of the BMP 
requirements continues to be deferred 
until EPA completes the review of 
comments submitted in response to this 
notice and announces the new effective 
date in the Federal Register. 


addresses: Interested persons may 
obtaid copies of the draft Guidance 
Document by written request addressed 
to the contact person listed below. 
Comments on the Document should be 
submitted to the same address. 
for further information contact 
Harry M. Thron, Office of Water 
Enforcement (EN-330). Environmental 
Protection Agency, 401 M Street S.W„ 
Washington, D.C. 20460, (202) 420-7010. 
supplementary information: EPA 
published major revisions to its NPDES 
regulations on June 7.1979. 44 FR 32854- 
32956. In the June 7 Federal Register, 

EPA announced that most provisions of 
the new regulations would become 
effective on August 13,1979.44 FR 
32854. 32858. One of the requirements 
scheduled to become effective on 
August 12 was Subpart K of 40 CFR Part 
125—“Criteria and Standards for Best 
Management Practices Authorized 
Under Section 304(e) of the Act" 

Subpart K requires that applications for 
NPDES permits include a ‘ BMP 
program” for the control of certain toxic 
and hazardous pollutants. 

EPA stated in the June 7 regulations 
that technical guidance on the 
development of BMP programs would be 
provided in a publication entitled 
4 NPDES Best Management Practices 
Guidance Document.” See comment 
following 40 CFR 125.104 (b) (44 FR 
32955). However, publication of the 
Guidance Document was delayed 
beyond the August 13 effective date. 
Therefore, on August 10.1979, EPA 
deferred applicability of the BMP 
portions of the NPDES regulations until 
60 days after publication in the Federal 
Register of a notice of availability of the 
BMP Guidance Document. 44 FR 47063. 
EPA today announces the availability of 
the draft report "NPDES Best 
Management Practices Guidance 
Document” (EPA-000/9-79-045, 
December 1979), and provides a 45-day 
comment period on the Guidance 
Document Comments should address 
only the technical aspects of the 
Guidance Document since EPA 
previously has solicited and received 
comments on the BMP regulation itself. 

After reviewing comments. EPA will 
finalize the Guidance Document and 
publish a notice In the Federal Register 
announcing the effective date of the 
BMP regulations, 40 CFR Part 125 
Subpart K. 

Dated: March 12. I960. 

Jeffrey G. Miller. 

Acting Assistant Administrator for 
Enforcement 

{FR Doc. 40-8577 Fltod WMDl *45 un) 

BILLING COOC 4660-01-18 
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40 CFR Part 180 

(FRL 1440-6; PP 9F21S8/R227A) 

Proposed Food Additive Regulation 
for the Pesticide Chemical "N"« 
(Mercaptomethyl)Phthalimlde "S"- 
("O.O" Dimethyl; Phosphorodlthioate); 
Correction 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 

ACTION: Final rule; correction. 

summary: This document establishes an 
effective dato for a final rule on Af- 
(mercoptomethyl)phthalimide S^O.O- 
dimethyl phosphorodithioate) in the 
Federal Register of Monday. February 
It I960 (FR Doc. 80-4309). 

EFFECTIVE date: February It 1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. George T. LaRocca. Product 
Manager (PM-15), Registration Division 
(TS-767). Office of Pesticide Programs. 
Environmental Protection Agency. 401 M 
Street. SW., Washington. DC 20400 (202- 
420-9490). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In FR 

Doc 80-4309 appearing at page 8980 in 
the issue of Monday. February 11,1980, 
the word ‘'Proposed" is deleted in the 
heading and "DATE: Comments must be 
received on or before March 12,1980" is 
corrected in the middle column to read 
"EFFECTIVE DATE: February 11.1980." 

Dated: March It 1980. 

Edwin L Johnson, 

Deputy Assistant Administrator for Pesticide 
Program. 

(PR Due KMT65 Fifed 1-1*40:8 45 *m| 

BILLING COOC 6560-01-41 


FEDERAL EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT AGENCY 

44 CFR Part 65 

(Docket No. FEMA 5792) 

Communities With No Special Hazard 
Areas for the National Rood Insurance 
Program 

agency: Federal Insurance 
Administration, FEMA. 
action: Final rule. 


summary: The Federal Insurance 
Administrator, after consultation with 
local officials of the communities listed 
below, has determined, based upon 
analysis of existing conditions in the 
communities, that these communities 
would not be inundated by the 100-year 
flood. Therefore, the Administrator is 
converting the communities listed below 
to the Regular Program of the National 


Rood Insurance Program without 
determining base flood elevations. 
EFFECTIVE date: Date listed in fourth 
column of List of Communities with No 
Special Rood Hazards. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Robert G. Chappell, National Rood 
Insurance Program, (202) 420-1460 or 
Toll Free Line 000-424-6872, Room 515a 
451 Seventh SL, SW., Washington. DC 
20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In these 
communities, there is no reason not to 
make full limits of coverage available. 
The entire community is now classified 
as zone C In a zone C, Insurance 
coverage is available on a voluntary 
basis at low actuarial nonsubsidized 
rates. For example, under the Emergency 
Program in which your community has 
been participating the rate for a one- 
story 1-4 family dwelling Is $.25 per $100 
of coverage. Under the Regular Program, 
to which your community has been 
converted, the equivalent rate is $.01 per 
$100 of coverage. Contents insurance is 


also available under the Regular 
Program at low actuarial rates. For 
example, when all contents are located 
on the first floor of a residential 
structure, the premium rate is $.05 per 
$100 of coverage. 

In addition to the less expensive rates, 
the maximum coverage available under 
the Regular Program is significantly 
greater than that available under the 
Emergency Program. For example, a 
single family residential dwelling now 
can be insured up to a maximum of 
$185,000 coverage for the structure and 
$60,000 coverage for contents. 

Rood insurance policies for property 
located in the communities listed can be 
obtained from any licensed property 
insurance agent or broker serving the 
eligible community, or from the National 
Flood Insurance Program. 

The effective date of conversion of the 
Regular Program will not appear in the 
Code of Federal Regulations except for 
the page number of this entry in the 
Federal Register. 

The entry reads as follows: 


165.8 Ust of communities with no special flood hazard areas. 


Sun 

County 

CotoKto .. 


Mnofc—__ 

Conk 

NonhDtfcow. 


»»-«■ — 

... Otfdvtf 


Community norr* 


Town o* Pfetto** __ 

V»»go of Harwood Mwght* 

Oty of Gadife ___ 

dry of Bortfey _ 


Oofe of oo o w m e n 
10 rtgutar program 


fob 29. 1960. 
Fob 29. I960 
29. I960 
F«b 29. I960 


F !° od , to,urance Act ot 19fl 8 mu. XU1 of Homing and Urban Development Act ol 
lnrnLf^ C r V ® l*, Dua 2f f 8, 1968 133 111 ,7804< November 28. 1968), as amended: 42 U.S.C 
4001-4128: ExecuUva Order 12127. 44 FR *367. and delegation of authority to Federal Ineur 
ance Administrator. 44 FR 20963) 


Issued: March 4, 1980. 

Gloria M. Jimenez, 

Federal Insurance Administrator. 


[FX Dot 604529 Fifed »-1940t 645 un) 
BILUNG COOE 6716*0-41 


44 CFR Part 65 

(Oocket No. FEMA 5791) 

Communities With Minimal Rood 
Hazard Areas for the National Rood 
Insurance Program 

agency: Federal Insurance 
Administration, FEMA. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: The Federal Insurance 
Administrator, after consultation with 
local officials of the communities listed 
below, has determined based upon 
analysis of existing conditions in the 
communities, that these communities* 
Special Rood Hazard Areas are small in 
size, with minimal flooding problems. 
Because existing conditions indicate 
that the area is unlikely to be developed 
in the foreseeable future, there is no 
immediate need to use the existing 


detailed study methodology to 
determine the base flood elevations for 
the Special Rood Hazard Areas. 

Therefore, the Administrator is 
converting the communities listed below 
to the Regular Program of the National 
Rood Insurance Program (NFIP) without 
determining base flood elevations. 
EFFECTIVE date: Date listed In fourth 
column of Ust of Communities with 
Minimal Flood Hazard Areas. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.' 
Mr. Robert G. Chappell. National Rood 
Insurance Program. (202) 426-1460 or 
Toll Free Une 800-424-8872, Room 5150, 
451 Seventh St S.W., Washington. D.C. 
20410. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In these 
communities, the full limits of flood 
insurance coverage are available at 
actuarial, non-subsidized rates. The 
rates will vary according to the zone 
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designation of the particular area of the 

community. 

Flood Insurance for contents, as well 
as structures, is available. The 
maximum coverage available under the 
Regular Program is significantly greater 
than that available under the Emergency 
Program. 

Hood insurance coverage for property 
located in the communities listed can be 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Coast Guard 

46 CFR Parts 31 and 35 

[CGD 73-243) 

Editorial Amendments and Withdrawal 
of Proposed Requirement for Cargo 
Information Cards for Flammable and 
Combustible Cargoes 

agency: Coast Guard. DOT. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: This amendment corrects 
Title 40 by deleting references 40 CFR 
35,01-55. a section that was removed 
from the Code of Federal Regulations 
several years ago. After consideration of 
comments received on the proposal, the 
requirements concerning cargo 
information cards for flammable and 
combustible cargoes is withdrawn. 
effective DATE: This amendment is 
effective on March 17.1900. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. Robert M. Query, Office of 
Merchant Marine Safety (G-MHM), 
Room 1405, U.S. Coast Guard 
Headquarters, 2100 Second St SW.. 
Washington. D.C. 20593. (202) 420-1217. 
supplementary information: 

In the March 29,1979 Federal Register 
(44 FR 18709) the Coast Guard proposed 
to delete references to 40 CFR 35.01-55 
since this section was no longer in 


purchased from any licensed property 
insurance agent or broker serving the 
eligible community, or from the National 
Flood insurance Program. The effective 
date of conversion to the Regular 
Program will not appear in the Code of 
Federal Regulations except for the page 
number of this entry in the Federal 
Register. 

The entry reads as follows: 


effect. The Coast Guard also proposed 
to add a new § 35.30-3 that would have 
required barges and towing vessels to 
carry cargo information cards when 
transporting bulk flammable or 
combustible liquids. Interested persons 
were given until May 11,1979 to 
comment on the proposal. On June 7, 
1979 a supplemental notice was 
published in the Federal Register (44 FR 
32720) reopening the comment period 
until June 29.1979. A total of 17 written 
comments were received on the 
proposal. 

With the withdrawal of the proposed 
requirement for cargo information cards 
this rule contains amendments purely 
editorial in nature. Accordingly, the rule 
may be made effectively immediately. 

Drafting Information 

The principal persons involved in 
drafting this document are Mr. Robert 
M. Query. Project Manager. Office of 
Merchant Marine Safety: and LT John 
Salter, Project Attorney. Office of Chief 
Counsel. 

Discussion of Comments 

Of the 17 comments received, two 
supported the proposal as published, 
three generally supported it but 
recommended specific changes and 
twelve commenters opposed the 
proposal or recommended major 
revisions. The favorable comments 


generally came from the shippers and 
the unfavorable comments from vessel 
operators. All comments dealt only with 
the proposal to require cargo 
information cards. 

The favorable comments indicated 
that the cards would be desirable to 
assist the vessci crews when handling 
cargo spills, leaks, and small fires. 
Furthermore, the information from the 
card could be relayed when making a 
call for help, so that those responding to 
the call would have better background 
information than they might otherwise. 

The unfavorable comments were 
numerous and are summarized in the 
following list: 

1. There is but one commercial source 
for the cards. 

2. The Coast Guard would, as a 
practical matter, require that the cargo 
information cards offered by the 
Manufacturing Chemist's Association be 
used. 

3. The card would not contribute to 
safety, and could detract if the wrong 
card were posted. 

4. The cards would be a continual 
maintenance problem. 

5. The primary costs would be in 
personnel time necessary to maintain 
the cards, and this could be substantial. 

6. The emergency response 
Information on all the cards is 
essentially the same. 

7. The cards have too little 
information to be of use to the crew; 
those people to whom the cards would 
be of use are not normally on the vessel 

8. Additional cost from pilfering and 
from delays while getting the proper 
cords in place would be substantial. 

9. The long history of handling cargoes 
governed by 46 CFR parts 30-35 doesn't 
support requiring the cards. 

10. The cards would not hold up in 
service on ocean going barges. 

11. Tankermen are required to be with 
the barge in most circumstances, and 
tankermen are required to know the 
information on the cards. 

12. The card is too small to be 
readable from a distance, and a person 
should not come close enough to the 
card to read it if. for example, the cargo 
were spilling from the vessel. 

13. Cards on unattended barges in 
fleeting areas might encourage theft if 
the barge carried gasoline, for example. 
This would likely increase the hazard 
when compared with an unlabeled 
barge. 

14. A towboat operator pushing 
different barges on each trip might have 
to supply cards for each barge. This 


$ 65.7 List of communities with minimal flood hazard areas. 


Sat* 

County 

CommuSty nsnw 

Daia of conversion 

10 rogAv program 


... ..... Kootmi . 

. GtyofWortoy_ 

. Apr. a ttoa 

Utah 



... Apr •. I960 




. Apr. i960 

r^iniM . . 


Qty of WBinift . 

-' Apr 22. 1030 

Harv* PVhfTf . - 

i 


... Apr 22. iseo. 



C*v d R* . 

... Aor 20. 1800 



(National Flood Insurance Act of I960 (Title Xlll of Housing and Urban Development Act of 
I960), effective January 28. I960 (33 FR 170CH. November 2a 1968). as amended: 42 U£.C. 
4001 -412a Executive Order 12127, 44 FR 19367: and delegation of authority to Federal 
Insurance Administrator. 44 FR 20903) 

Issued: March 4.1900. 

Gloria M. Jimene*, 

Federal Insurance Administrator. 

|FR Doc. 00-43*1 Filed S-1940; BO am] 
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could get expensive over a period of 
time. 

Many of these objections are valid. 
Several commcnters suggested that a 
more effective way to identify the 
hazards of a cargo in an unattended 
barge would be to revise the wording of 
the warning sign presently required 
under § 35.30-l(b). The Coast Guard is 
reviewing § 35.30-l(b) toward that end. 
Upon completion of the review, a 
revised format for the warning sign will 
be proposed if found necessary. 

After considering the comments and 
the various suggestions to modify the 
proposal, the Coast Guard has decided 
to withdraw that part of the proposal 
that would require cargo information 
cards for flammable and combustible 
bulk liquids. 

The final rule deletes the outdated 
references to § 35.01-55 noted in the 
proposal. In a rulemaking that partly 
reorganized the regulations treating 
unusually hazardous cargoes, 5 35.01-55 
was removed from Part 35. Among the 
deletions are § 31.15-6 and the last 
sentence in § 35.35-l(b). These sections 
contained outdated requirements 
pertaining to crewmembers handling 
cargoes formerly covered by § 35.01-55. 
A separate notice of proposed 
rulemaking concerning tankerman 
requirements (Docket No. CGD 79-116) 
is being prepared that will redefine and 
establish qualifying criteria for 
certifying individuals engaged in the 
carriage and transfer of various 
categories of dangerous cargoes in bulk. 

The Coast Guard has determined in 
accordance with the Department of 
Transportation’s “Regulatory Policies 
and Procedures” (44 FR 11034) that this 
amendment is not significant. With the 
withdrawal of the proposed cargo 
information card requirement no 
economic impact is contemplated and 
therefore no final evaluation has been 
prepared. 

In consideration of the foregoing. Title 
46 of the Code of Federal Regulations is 
amended as follows: 

PART 31—INSPECTION AND 
CERTIFICATION 

§31.15-5 l Amended | 

1. In § 31.15-5, by deleting paragraph 

(b). 

§31.15-6 [Deleted] 

Z By deleting § 31.15-6. 

PART 35-OPERATIONS 

§35.01-50 (Amended] 

3. In § 35.01 -5a by deleting the last 
sentence of paragraph (f)(2). and by 
deleting the words “and information 


cards as required by § 35.01-55“ in 
paragraph (g). 

§35.30-1 [Amended] 

4. In § 35.30-1, by deleting and 
reserving paragraph (d). 

§35.35-1 (Amended] 

5. In § 35.35-1, by deleting the last 
sentence of paragraph (b). 

(46 U.S.C. 170. 46 U.S.C. 391a; 49 U.S,C. 
1655(b)(1): 49 CFR 1.46 (b) and (n)(4)) 
Dated: March 11.1980. 

| B. Hayes, 

Admiral U.S. Coast Guard Commandant 

(FR Doc Filed *43 »m] 

eiUJMO COOf 4910 - 14 -M 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

49 CFR Part 1033 

(S.O. No. 1429) 

Car Service; Illinois Central Gulf 
Railroad Co. Authorized To Operate 
Over Tracks Embargoed by Chicago, 
Milwaukee, St Paul and Pacific 
Railroad Co. 

agency: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

action: Revised Service Order No. 1429. 

summary: Authorizes the Illinois 
Central Gulf Railroad Company to 
operate over tracks and lines of the 
Chicago. Milwaukee. St. Paul and Pacific 
Railroad Company. Between Cedar 
Rapids and Louisa, Iowa, including 
Marion. Iowa; and between Mendota 
and Trek, Illinois, providing for the 
continuation of service to shippers 
which would otherwise be deprived of 
essential railroad services. The order is 
revised to provide service between 
Mendota and Trek. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: 12:01 a.m., March 11, 
1980, and continuing in effect until 11:59 
p.m., March 31.1960. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

J. Kenneth Carter (202) 275-7840. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Decided: February 29,198a 

By Order No. 290 A, dated February 
25,1980, The United States District 
Court for the Northern District of 
Illinois, Eastern Division, authorized the 
Trustee of the Chicago. Milwaukee. St. 
Paul and Pacific Railroad Company 
(MILW) to impose an embargo on all 
operations outside of the MILW “Core 
System*’ as identified by the court. 

The MILW was authorized to place an 
embargo on inbound traffic as of 11:59 
p.m., February 27,1980, and on 


originating traffic as of 11:59 p.m., 
February 29,1980. 

The MILW placed Embargo No. 19-80, 
as directed by the court, effective on the 
dates shown. 

The Illinois Central Gulf Railroad 
Company (ICG), in agreement with the 
trustee of the MILW, has filed a request 
for temporary authority to operate over 
certain tracks and lines of the MILW not 
included in the court identified “Core 
System." 

It is the opinion of the Commission 
that an emergency exists requiring the 
operation by ICG over tracks embargoed 
by MILW in the interest of the public; 
that notice and public procedure are 
impracticable and contrary to the public 
interest: and that good cause exists for 
making this order effective upon less 
than thirty days' notice. 

§ 1033.1429 Service Order No. 1429. 

(a) Illinois Central Gulf Railroad 
Company authorized to operate over 
frocks embargoed by Chicago , 
Milwaukee, St Paul and Pacific 
Railroad Company . The Illinois Central 
Gulf Railroad Company (ICG) is 
authorized to operate over tracks 
embargoed by the Chicago, Milwaukee, 
St. Paul and Pacific Railroad Company 
(MILW) at the following named points in 
the States of Iowa and Illinois: 

Between Cedar Rapids and Louisa, Iowa, 

including Marion. Iowa 
At Mendota. Illinois. 

(b) Application. The provisions of this 
order shall apply to intrastate, interstate 
and foreign traffic. 

(c) Rate applicable . Inasmuch as this 
operation by ICG over tracks previously 
operated by the MILW is deemed to be 
due to carrier's disability, the rates 
applicable to traffic moved over these 
lines shall be the rates applicable to 
traffic routed to. from, or via these lines 
which were formerly in effect on such 
traffic when routed via MILW, until 
tariffs naming rates and routes 
specifically applicable via ICG become 
effective. 

(d) In transporting traffic over these 
lines, ICG and all other common carriers 
involved shall proceed even though no 
contracts, agreements, or arrangements 
now exist between them with reference 
to the divisions of the rates of 
transportation applicable to that traffic. 
Divisions shall be, during the time this 
order remains in force, those voluntarily 
agreed upon by and between the 
carriers; or upon failure of the carriers to 
so agree, the divisions shall be those 
hereafter fixed by the Commission in 
accordance with pertinent authority 
conferred upon it by the Interstate 
Commerce Act. 
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(c) Employees . In performing the 
authorized operations the four articles 
contained in the draft agreement 
entitled "Labor Protection Agreement 
between Railroad Parties Hereto 
Involved in Midwest Rati Restructuring 
and Employees Such Railroads 
Represented by the Rail Labor 
Organizations Operating Through the 
Rail Labor Executives 9 Association " 
(sometimes referred to as the Miami 
Accords and/or the 13 Principles) 
presently being circulated to the 
interested parties for ratification will 
apply. If the Agreement, when ratified, 
contains modifications, such 
modifications will apply. 

(f) Effective date . 'Hiis order shall 
become effective at 12:01 arm, March 1. 
i98a 

(g) Expiration date . The provisions of 
this order shall expire at 11:59 p.nu 
March 31.1980, unless otherwise 
modified, amended, or vacated by order 
of this Commission. 

(49 U.S.G (10304-10305 and 11121-11128)) 

This order shall be served upon the 
Association of American Railroads, Car 
Service Division, as agent of the 
railroads subscribing to the car service 
and car hire agreement under the terms 
of that agreement and upon the 
American Short Line Railroad 
Association. Notice of this order shall be 
given to the general public by depositing 
a copy in the Office of the Secretary of 
the Commission at Washington. D.C., 
and by filing a copy with the Director, 
Office of the Federal Register. 

By the Commission, Railroad Service 
Board, members Joel E. Bums, Robert S. 
Turkington and John R. Michael. 

Agatha L Mergenovtch, 

Secretary. 

[W Doc •0-8M3 Piled S-1S-SO *45 un] 
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49 CFR Part 1033 

(Rev. S.O. No. 1429) 

Car Service; Illinois Central Gulf 
Railroad Co. Authorized To Operate 
Over Tracks Embargoed by Chicago. 
Milwaukee. SL Paul and Pactfic 
Railroad Co. 

agency: Interstate Commerce 

Commission. 

action: Service Order No. 1429. 

summary: Authorizes the Illinois 
Central Gulf Railroad Company to 
operate over tracks and lines of the 
Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific 
Railroad Company. Between Cedar 
Rapids and Louisa, Iowa, including 
Marlon, Iowa; At Mendota, Illinois, 


providing for the continuation of service 
to shippers which would otherwise be 
deprived of essential railroad services. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: 12:01 a.m., March 1. 

198a and continuing in effect until 11:59 

p.m.. March 31,198a 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

J. Kenneth Carter (202) 275-7840. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Decided: March 7.1980. 

By Order No. 290 A, dated February 
25.1980, The United States District 
Court for the Northern District of 
Illinois, Eastern Division, authorized the 
Trustee of the Chicago, Milwaukee, St. 
Paul and Pacific Railroad Company 
(MILW) to impose an embargo on all 
operations outside of the MILW “Core 
System** as identified by the court. 

The MILW was authorized to place an 
embargo on inbound traffic as of 11:59 
pjn.. February 27,1980, and on 
originating traffic as of 11:59 pjm, 
February 29.198a 

The MILW placed Embargo No. 10-80, 
as directed by the court, effective on the 
dates shown. 

The Illinois Central Gulf Railroad 
Company (ICG), in agreement with the 
trustee of the MILW. has filed a request 
for temporary authority to operate over 
certain tracks and lines of the MILW not 
included in the court identified “Core 
System.** 

It is the opinion of the Commission 
that an emergency exists requiring the 
operation by ICG over tracks embargoed 
by MILW in the interest of the public; 
that notice and public procedure are 
impracticable and contrary to the public 
interest; and that good cause exists for 
making this order effective upon less 
than thirty days’ notice. 

§1033.1429 Revised Service Order No. 
1429. 

(a) Illinois Central Gulf Railroad 
Company authorized to operate over 
tracks embargoed by Chicago. 
Milwaukee , SL Paul and Pacific 
Railroad Company . The Illinois Central 
Gulf Railroad Company (ICG) is 
authorized to operate over tracks 
embargoed by die Chicago. Milwaukee, 
St. Paul and Pacific Railroad Company 
(MILW) at the following named points in 
the States of Iowa and Illinois: 

Between Cedar Rapids and Louisa. Iowa; 

including Marion. Iowa; and between 

Mendota. Illinois, and Trek, Illinois. 

(b) Application . The provisions of this 
order shall apply to intrastate, interstate 
and foreign traffic. 

(c) Rate applicable . Inasmuch as this 
operation by ICC over tracks previously 
operated by the MILW is deemed to be 
due to carrier's disability, the rates 


applicable to traffic moved over these 
lines shall be the rates applicable to 
traffic routed to, from, or via these lines 
which were formerly in effect on such 
traffic when routed via MILW, until 
tariffs naming rates and routes 
specifically applicable via ICG become 
effective. 

(d) In transporting traffic over these 
lines, ICG and all other common carriers 
involved shall proceed even though no 
contracts, agreements, or arrangements 
now exist between them with reference 
to the divisions of the rates of 
transportation applicable to that traffic. 
Divisions shall be, during the time this 
order remains in force, those voluntarily 
agreed upon by and between the 
carriers; or upon failure of the carriers to 
so agree, the divisions shall be those 
hereafter fixed by the Commission in 
accordance with pertinent authority 
conferred upon it by the Interstate 
Commerce Act. 

(e) Employees . On March 4. 198a a 
number of rail carriers and labor unions 
reached an agreement regarding the 
proper level of employee protection 
entitled "Labor Protective Agreement 
Between Railroads Parties Hereto 
Involved in Midwest Rail Restructuring 
and Employees of Such Railroads 
Represented by the Rail Labor 
Organizations operating through the 
Railway Labor Executives * Association ** 
(sometimes referred to as the Miami 
Accords and/or the 13 Principles). We 
have reviewed the negotiated labor 
protection agreement and find that it 
adequately safeguards the interests of 
affected employees. 

Accordingly, if ICG chooses to 
exercise the authority granted by this 
decision, it shall afford affected 
employees the protection contemplated 
by the negotiated labor protection 
agreement and any subsequent 
amendments to it 

(f) Effective date . This order shall 
become effective at 12ttl ajn., March 11* 
1980. 

(g) Expiration date. The provisions of 
this order shall expire at 11:59 p.m., 
March 31. 198a unless otherwise 
modified, amended, or vacated by order 
of this Commission. 

(49 U.S.C. (10304-10305 and 11121-11128)) 

This order shall be served upon the 
Association of American Railroads, Car 
Service Division, as agent of the 
railroads subscribing to the car service 
and car hire agreement under the terms 
of that agreement and upon the 
American Short Line Railroad 
Association. Notice of this order shall be 
given to the general public by depositing 
a copy in the Office of the Secretary of 
the Commission at Washington, D.C., 
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and by filing a copy with the Director. 
Office of the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. Railroad Service 
Board, members Joel E. Bums. Robert S. 
Turkington and John R. Michael. Member Joel 
E. Bums not participating. 

Agatha L Mergenovich. 

Secretary. 

|KR DdC SO-SM9 Flird S-1S4& MS am) 

Silling cooe roas-oi-M 


49 CFR Part 1033 
IS.O. No. 1432) 

Car Service; Chicago and North 
Western Transportation Co. 
Authorized To Operate Over Tracks 
Embargoed by Chicago, Milwaukee, St 
Paul and Pacific Railroad Co. 

agency: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

action: Service Order No. 1432 

summary: Authorizes the Chicago and 
North Western Transportation Company 
(CNW) to operate over embargoed lines 
of the Chicago. Milwaukee. St Paul and 
Pacific Railroad Company (MILW) at 
Lake Preston, Mitchell and Sioux Falls, 
South Dakota; Miloma and Montgomery, 
Minnesota: and between Jefferson and 
Marathon, Iowa, in order to continue 
essential railroad service to these 
locations. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: 12:01 a m., March 1, 
1980. and continuing in effect until 11:59 
p.m.. March 31.1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

J. Kenneth Carter (202) 275-7840. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Decided: February 29.1980. 

By Order No. 290A, dated February 

25.1980, the United States District Court 
for the Northern District of Illinois. 
Eastern Division, authorized the Trustee 
of the Chicago. Milwaukee. St. Paul and 
Pacific Railroad Company (MILW) to 
impose on embargo on all operations 
outside of the MILW "core system" as 
identified by the Court. The MILW was 
authorized to place an embargo on 
inbound traffic as of 11:59 p.m.. February 

27.1980. and on originating traffic as of 
11:59 p.m., February 29.1980. The MILW 
placed Embargo No. 10-80 as directed 
by the Court effective on these dates. 

The Chicago and North Western 
Transportation Company (CNW) 
intersects MILW lines at various 
locations in Iowa, South Dakota and 
Minnesota, and has applied to the 
Commission seeking authority to 
operate over embargoed MILW lines at 
Lake Preston. Mitchell and Sioux Falls, 


South Dakota: Miloma and Montgomery, 
Minnesota: and at Tama and between 
Jefferson and Marathon. Iowa. 

It Is the opinion of the Commission 
that an emergency exists requiring the 
operation by CNW over tracks 
embargoed by MILW in the interest of 
the public; that notice and public 
procedure are impracticable and 
contrary to the public interest; and that 
good cause exists for making this order 
effective upon less than 30 days notice. 

It is ordered\ 

S 1033.1432 Service Order No. 1432. 

(a) Chicago and North Western 
Transportation Company authorized to 
operate over tracks embargoed by 
Chicago , Milwaukee , St. Paul and 
Pacific Railroad Company. The Chicago 
and North Western Transportation 
Company (CNW) is authorized to 
operate over tracks embargoed by the 
Chicago, Milwaukee. St. Paul and Pacific 
Railroad Company (MILW) at Lake 
Preston. Mitchell and Sioux Falls, South 
Dakota; Miloma and Montgomery. 
Minnesota; and at Tama and between 
Jefferson and Marathon, Iowa. 

(b) Application. The provisions of this 
order shall apply to Intrastate, interstate 
and foreign traffic. 

(c) Rates applicable. Inasmuch as this 
operation by CNW over tracks 
previously operated by the MILW is 
deemed to be due to carrier's disability, 
the rates applicable to traffic moved 
over these lines shall be the rates 
applicable to traffic routed, to, from, or 
via these lines which were formerly in 
effect on such traffic when routed via 
MILW. until tariffs naming rates and 
routes specifically applicable via CNW 
become effective. 

(d) In transporting traffic over these 
lines. CNW and all other common 
carriers Involved shall proceed even 
though no contracts, agreements, or 
arrangements now exist between them 
with reference to the divisions of the 
rates of transportation applicable to that 
traffic. Divisions shall be. during the 
time this order remains in force, those 
voluntarily agreed upon by and between 
the carriers; or upon failure of the 
carriers to so agree, the divisions shall 
be those hereafter fixed by the 
Commission in accordance with 
pertinent authority conferred upon it by 
the Interstate Commerce Act. 

(e) Employees . In performing the 
authorized operations the four Articles 
contained in the draft agreement 
entitled "Labor Protection Agreement 
between Railroad Parties Hereto 
Involved in Midwest Rail Restructuring 
and Employees of Such Railroads 
represented by the Rail Labor 
Organizations operating through the 


Rail Labor Executives ' Association " 
(sometimes referred to as the Miami 
Accords and/or the 13 Principles) 
presently being circulated to the 
interested parties for ratification will 
apply. If the agreement, when ratified, 
contains modifications, such 
modifications will apply. 

(0 Effective date. This order shall 
become effective at 12:01 a.rn.. March 1, 
1980. 

(g) Expiration date. The provisions of 
this order shall expire at 11:59 p.m., 
March 31.1980. unless otherwise 
modified, amended, or vacated by order 
of this Commission. 

(49 U.S.C. (10304-10305 and 11121-11128]) 

This order shall be served upon the 
Association of American Railroads, Car 
Serv ice Division, as agent of the 
railroads subscribing to the car service 
and car hire agreement under the terms 
of that agreement and upon the 
American Short Line Railroad 
Association. Notice of this order shall be 
given to the genera] public by depositing 
a copy in the Office of the Secretary of 
the Commission at Washington. D.C.. 
and by filing a copy with the Director. 
Office of the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. Railroad Service 
Board, members Joel E. Bums. Robert S. 
Turkington and John R. Michael. 

Agatha L. Mergenovich. 

Secretary. 

!KR Doc ao-ra* w«l s-ia-ao 
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49 CFR Part 1033 
IS. O. No. 1433] 

Car Service; Escanaba and Lake 
Superior Railroad Co. Authorized To 
Operate Over Tracks Embargoed by 
Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and 
Pacific Railroad Co. 

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

action: Service Order No. 1433. 

summary: Authorizes the Escanaba and 
Lake Superior Railroad Company to 
operate over tracks of Chicago, 
Milwaukee. St. Paul and Pacific Railroad 
Company between Iron Mountain, 
Michigan, and Green Bay, Wisconsin. 
This provides for the continuation of 
service to shippers which would 
otherwise be deprived of essential 
railroad services. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: 12:01 a.m., March a 
1980, and continuing in effect until 11:59 
p.m., March 31,1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

J. Kenneth Carter (202) 275-7840. 









Federal Register / Vol. 45. No. 56 / Thursday. March 20. 1980 / Rules and Regulations 18003 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Decided: March 6.1980- 

The line of the Chicago, Milwaukee, 

St. Paul and Pacific Railroad Company 
(MILW) between Ontonagon. Michigan, 
and Green Bay, Wisconsin, will be 
embargoed by the MILW on March 8, 
1980. The Escanaba and Lake Superior 
Railroad Company (ELS) operates a line 
of railroad between W r ells and 
Channing. Michigan. The ELS has signed 
a purchase agreement with MILW for 
the purchase of the trackage from 
Ontonagon, Michigan, to Iron Mountain, 
Michigan, and the United States District 
Court for the Northern District of 
Illinois, Eastern Division, 

(Reorganization Court), has notified the 
ELS that it will issue an interim service 
order under Section 5(b)(3) of the 
Milwaukee Road Restructuring Act 
when ELS files an appropriate 
application with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. 

The ELS has signed an agreement for 
Options and Right of First Refusal for 
the MILW line from Iron Mountain, 
Michigan, to Green Bay, Wisconsin. 

The MILW had previously filed an 
abandonment application with the 
Commission with respect to the 
Ontonagon to Green Bay line, which is 
pending before the Commission in 
Docket AB-7 (Sub.-No. 85F). 

The ELS requests an emergency 
service order from the Commission so 
that it may continue to serve shippers 
between Iron Mountain, Michigan, and 
Green Bay. Wisconsin. 

it is the opinion of the Commission 
that an emergency exists requiring the 
operation by ELS over tracks embargoed 
by MILW in the interest of the public; 
that notice and public procedure are 
impracticable and contrary to the public 
interest; and that good cause exists for 
making this order effective upon less 
than thirty days’ notice. 

It is ordered \ 

§ 1033.1433 Service Order Na 1433. 

(a) Escanaba and Lake Superior 
Railroad Company authorized to 
operate over tracks embargoed by 
Chicago, Milwaukee, St Paul and 
Pacific Railroad Company . The 
Escanaba and Lake Superior Railroad 
Company (ELS) is authorized to operate 
over tracks embargoed by the Chicago, 
Milwaukee, St Paul and Pacific Railroad 
Company (MILW) between Iron 
Mountain, Michigan, and Green Bay. 
Wisconsin. 

(b) Application . The provisions of this 
order shall apply to intrastate, interstate 
and foreign traffic. 

(c) Nothing herein shall be considered 
as a prejudgement of the application of 
ELS seeking authority to operate over 
these tracks. 


(d) Rates applicable . Inasmuch as this 
operation by EI-S over tracks previously 
operated by the MILW is deemed to be 
due to carrier's disability, the rates 
applicable to traffic moved over these 
lines shall be the rates applicable to 
traffic routed to. from, or via these lines 
which were formerly in effect on such 
traffic when routed via MILW. until 
tariffs naming rates and routes 
specifically applicable via ELS become 
effective. 

(e) In transporting traffic over these 
lines, ELS and all other common carriers 
involved shall proceed even though no 
contracts, agreements, or arrangements 
now exist between them with reference 
to the divisions of the rates of 
transportation applicable to that traffic. 
Divisions shall be, during the time this 
order remains in force, those voluntarily 
agreed upon by and between the 
carriers; or upon failure of the carriers to 
so agree, the divisions shall be those 
hereafter fixed by the Commission in 
accordance with pertinent authority 
conferred upon it by the Interstate 
Commerce Act 

(f) Employees, On March 4.1980, a 
number of rail carriers and labor unions 
reached an agreement regarding the 
proper level of employee protection 
entitled "Labor Protection Agreement 
between Railroad Parties Hereto 
Involved in Midwest Rail Restructuring 
and Employees of Such Railroads 
Represented by the Rail Labor 
Organizations operating through the 
Railway Labor Executives* Association* 
(sometimes referred to as the Miami 
Accords and/or the 13 Principles). We 
have reviewed the negotiated labor 
protection agreement and find that it 
adequately safeguards the interests of 
affected employees. 

Accordingly, if ELS chooses to 
exercise the authority granted by this 
decision, it shall afford affected 
employees the protection contemplated 
by the negotiated labor protection 
agreement and any subsequent 
amendments to U. 

• (g) Effective date. This order shall 
become effective at 12:01 a.m., March 8, 
198a 

(h) Expiration date. The provisions of 
this order shall expire at 11:59 pjn„ 
March 31. 198a unless otherwise 
modified, amended, or vacated by order 
of this Commission. 

(49 U.S.C. (10304-10305 and 11121-11128)) 

This order shall be serv ed upon the 
Association of American Railroads. Car 
Service Division, as agent of the 
railroads subscribing to the car service 
and car hire agreement under the terms 
of that agreement and upon the 
American Short Line Railroad 


Association. Notice of this order shall be 
given to the general public by depositing 
a copy in the Office of the Secretary of 
the Commission at Washington, D.C., 
and by filing a copy with the Director, 
Office of the Federal Register. 

By the Commission, Railroad Service 
Board, members Joel E Bums. Robert S. 
Turkingtoo and John R. Michael. 

Agatha L Mergenovich. 

Secretary. 

[FF Doc 8CMIM6 Fifed S-1S-«k M3 «m) 
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49 CFR Part 1033 
IS.O. No. 1434] 

Car Service; Consolidated Rail Corp. 
Authorized To Operate Over Tracks 
Embargoed by Chicago, Milwaukee, St 
Paul and Pacific Railroad Co. 

agency: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

action: Service Order No. 1434. 

summary: Authorizes the Consolidated 
Rail Corporation (CR) to operate over 
embargoed lines of the Chicago. 
Milwaukee. St. Paul and Pacific Railroad 
Company (MILW) at Momence, Illinois, 
in order to continue essential railroad 
service to this location. 

EFFECTIVE OATE: 12:01 a.m., March a 
198a and continuing in effect until 11:59 
p.m., March 31.1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

J. Kenneth Carter (202) 275-7840 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Decided: March 6.1980. 

By Order No. 290A. dated February 

25.1980, the United States District Court 
for the Northern District of Illinois, 
Eastern Division, authorized the Trustee 
of the Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and 
Pacific Railroad Company (MILW) to 
impose an embargo on all operations 
outside of the MILW “core system” as 
identified by the CourL The MILW was 
authorized to place an embargo on 
inbound traffic as of 11:50 p.m.. February 

27.1980, and on originating traffic as of 
11:59 p.nu February 29.1980. The MILW 
placed Embargo No. 10-80 as directed 
by the Court effective on these dates. 

The Consolidated Rail Corporation 
(CR) presently serves industries located 
on its own line at Momence, Illinois, and 
has applied to the Commission seeking 
authority to operate over embargoed 
MILW lines at Momence. Illinois. 

It is the opinion of the Commission 
that an emergency exists requiring the 
operation by CR over tracks embargoed 
by MILW in the interests of the public; 
that notice and public procedure are 
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impracticable and contrary to the public 
interest; and that good cause exists for 
making this order effective upon less 
than 30 days notice. 

It is ordered\ 

1 1033.1434 Service Order No. 1434. 

(a) Consolidated Rail Corporation 
authorized to operate over tracks 
embargoed by Chicago, Milwaukee, SL 
Paul and Pacific Railroad Company. 

The Consolidated Rail Corporation (CR) 
is authorized to operate over tracks 
embargoed by the Chicago, Milwaukee, 
St. Paul and Pacific Railroad Company 
(M1LW) at Momence. Illinois. 

(b) Application. The provisions of this 
order shall apply to intrastate, interstate 
and foreign traffic. 

(c) Rates applicable. Inasmuch as this 
operation by CR over tracks previously 
operated by the MILW is deemed to be 
due to carrier's disability, the rates 
applicable to traffic moved over these 
lines shall be the rates applicable to 
traffic routed, to, from, or via these lines 
which were formerly in effect on such 
traffic when routed via MILW, until 
tariffs naming rates and routes 
specifically applicable via CR become 
effective. 

(d) In transporting traffic over these 
lines, CR and all other common carriers 
involved shall proceed even though no 
contracts, agreements, or arrangements 
now exist between them with reference 
to the divisions of the rotes of 
transportation applicable to that traffic. 
Divisions shall be. during the time this 
order remains In force, those voluntarily 
agreed upon by and between the 
carriers; or upon failure of the carriers to 
so agree, the divisions shall be those 
hereafter fixed by the Commission in 
accordance with pertinent authority 
conferred upon it by the Interstate 
Commerce Act. 

(e) Employees. On March 4. I960, a 
number of rail carriers and labor unions 
reached an agreement regarding the 
proper level of employee protection 
entitled u Labor Protective Agreement 
Between Railroads Parties Hereto 
Involved in Midwest Rail Restructuring 
and Employees of Such Railroads 
Represented by the Rail Labor 
Organizations operating through the 
Railway Labor Executives 9 Association 99 
(sometimes referred to as the Miami 
Accords and/or the 13 Principles). We 
have reviewed the negotiated labor 
protection agreement and find that it 
adequately safeguards the interests of 
affected employees. 

Accordingly, if CR chooses to exercise 
the authority granted by this decision, it 
shall afford affected employees the 
protection contemplated by the 


negotiated labor protection agreement 
and any subsequent amendments to it 

(f) Effective date. This order shall 
become effective at 12:01 a.m., March 8, 
1980. 

(g) Expiration date . The provisions of 
this order shall expire at 11:59 p.m., 
March 31,1980, unless otherwise 
modified, amended, or vacated by order 
of this Commission. 

(49 U.S.C. (10304-10305 and 11121-11128)) 

This order shall be served upon the 
Association of American Railroads, Car 
Service Division, as agent of the 
railroads subscribing to the car service 
and car hire agreement under the terms 
of that agreement and upon the 
American Short Line Railroad 
Association. Notice of this order shall be 
given to the general public by depositing 
a copy in the Office of the Secretary of 
the Commission at Washington, D.CL, 
and by filing a copy with the Director, 
Office of the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. Railroad Service 
Board, members Joel E. Bums. Robert S. 
Turkington and John R. Michael 

Agatha L Morenovich. 

Secretary. 

{ra Dot SO-SS07 ftfed s-ts-so ass «mj 
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49 CFR Part 1033 
[S.O. No. 1435) 

Car Service; Various Railroads 
Authorized To Use Tracks and/or 
Facilities of the Chicago, Rock Island 
and Pacific Railroad Co., Debtor 
(William M. Gibbons, Trustee) 

agency: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

action: Service Order No. 1435._ 

summary: Certain properties of the 
Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific 
Railroad Company (Ri) have been 
operated by the Kansas City Terminal 
Company (KCT) under the authority of 
Directed Service Order No. 1398 and 
Supplements thereto. The directed 
service authorized under this order will 
expire at 11:59 p.m., March 23.1980. 

Throughout the RI rail network, there 
are numerous locations where the RI 
and other railroads conduct joint 
operations by the use of RI owned 
tracks and/or facilities. The use of these 
tracks and/or facilities is essential to 
the continued operations of the other 
railroads. 

Various railroads are authorized to 
use tracks and/or facilities of the 
Chicago. Rock Island and Pacific 
Railroad Company (RI) as listed in 
Appendix A to this order. 


dates: 

Effective date: 12.01 am., March 24, I960. 
Expiration date: 11:59 pm.. May 31.1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

J. Kenneth Carter (202) 275-7840. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Decided: March 6,1980. 

Certain properties of the Chicago. 
Rock Island and Pacific Railroad 
Company (RI) have been operated by 
the Kansas City Terminal Company 
(KCT) under the authority of Directed 
Service Order No. 1398 and Supplements 
thereto. The directed service authorized 
under this order will expire at 11:59 p.m., 
March 23.1980. 

Throughout the RI rail network there 
are numerous locations where the RI 
and other railroads conduct joint 
operations by the use of RI owned 
tracks and/or facilities. The use of these 
tracks and/or facilities is essential to 
the continued operations of the other 
railroads. 

It appears that contract negotiations 
between the RI Trustee and the other 
affected railroads for the joint use of 
these RI tracks and/or facilities may not 
be consummated before directed service 
under Directed Service Order No. 1398 
ends. 

Without the use of these RI tracks 
and/or facilities, which heretofore had 
been jointly operated, the continued 
operations of other railroads will be 
interrupted or seriously impeded, with 
adverse effect on shippers and the 
interstate commerce over a large area of 
the United States. 

It is the opinion of the Commission 
that an emergency exists requiring that 
the railroads listed in the attached 
appendix be authorized to conduct the 
operations, also identified in the 
attachment, using RI tracks and/or 
facilities; that notice and public 
procedure are impracticable and 
contrary to the public interest; and that 
good cause exists for making this order 
effective upon less than 30 days notice. 

It is ordered 

§ 1033.1435 Service Order No. 1435. 

(a) Various Railroads authorized to 
use tracks and/or facilities of the 
Chicago. Rock Island and Pacific 
Railroad Company. Debtor, (William M. 
Gibbons, Trustee). Various railroads are 
authorized to use tracks and/or 
facilities of the Chicago, Rock Island 
and Pacific Railraod Company (RI) as 
listed in Appendix A to this order. 

(b) The Trustee shall permit the 
affected carriers to enter upon the 
property of the RI to conduct service 
essential to their continued operations. 
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(c) The Trustee will be compensated 
on terms established between the 
Trustee and the affected carrier(s); or 
upon failure of the parties to agree as 
hereafter fixed by the Commission in 
accordance with pertinent authority 
conferred upon it by Section 11123(b)(2) 
of the Interstate Commerce Act 

(d) In those instances where more 
than one railroad is involved in the Joint 
use of RI tracks and/or facilities, one of 
the affected carriers will perform the 
maintenance and have supervision over 
the operations in behalf of all the 
carriers, as may be agreed to among 
themselves, 

(e) It is recognized that there may be 
other carrier(s) and/or Iocations[s). in 
addition to those listed in the Appendix, 
where the use of Rl tracks and/or 
facilities is necessary. If such be the 
case, the affected railroad(s) should 
apply to the Railroad Service Board and 
furnish information setting out the 
applicant carrier’s corporate name, 
trackage and/or facility involved, 
location, and all pertinent data relating 
to the necessity of the use of such track 


or facility. The Railroad Service Board 
will consider such applications for 
addition to Appendix A. 

(f) Employees . On March 4.1980. a 
number of rail carriers and labor unions 
reached an agreement regarding the 
proper level of employee protection 
entitled "Lobor Protection Agreement 
between Railroad Parties Hereto 
Involved in Midwest Rail Restructuring 
and Employees of Such Railroads 
Represented by the Rail Labor 
Organizations operating through the 
Railway Labor Executives * Association ” 
(sometimes referred to as the Miami 
Accords and/or the 13 Principles). We 
have reviewed the negotiated labor 
protection agreement and find that it 
adequately safeguards the interests of 
affected employees. 

Accordingly, if the carrier(s) chooses 
to exercise the authority granted by this 
decision, it/they shall afford affected 
employees the protection contemplated 
by the negotiated labor protection 
agreement and any subsequent 
amendments to it. 


(g) Effective date. This order shall 
become effective at 12:01 a.m., March 24, 
1980. 

(h) Expiration date. The provisions of 
this order shall expire at 11:59 p.m.. May 
31.1980. unless otherwise modified, 
amended, or vacated by order of this 
Commission. 

(49 US C. (10304-10305 and 11121-11126)) 

This order shall be served upon the 
Association of American Railroads. Car 
Service Division, as agent of the 
railroads subscribing to the car service 
and car hire agreement under the terms 
of that agreement and upon the 
American Short Line Railroad 
Association. Notice of this order shall be 
given to the general public by depositing 
a copy in the Office of the Secretary of 
the Commission at Washington, D.C, 
and by filing a copy with the Director. 
Office of the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. Railroad Service 
Board, members Joel E. Bums. Robert S. 
Turkington snd John R Michael. 

Agatha L Mergenovich. 

Secretary. 


Appendix A.—Service Oder Ato 1435 
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Rairoada uatoQ 


Rock island Knew to to padetmad 


1- Rockto*toJct.lLtw<lctoa _-__ CA0/B10.CWPAS.CRCSI - 
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BILLING CODE 703S-01-M 


49CFR Part 1121 

[Ex Parte No. 274 (Sob-Nos. 2A. 28. 20)] 

Identification and Handling of Related 
Rail Abandonment Applications; 
Increased Public Participation in Rail 
Abandonment Proceedings; 
Abandonment of Railroad Lines and 
Discontinuance of Service-System 
Diagram Map Revisions 

Decided: February 26,1980. 

agency: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

action: Discontinuance of proceedings 
and regulations revised. 

summary: The Commission has decided 
not to adopt a policy statement 
containing procedures for handling 
related rail abandonment applications 
because: (1) there is no mechanism to 
procure information from railroads 
necessary for an adequate regional 
analysis: (2) recent legislative events 
eliminated the need for the proposal: 
and (3) it is likely to confuse and prolong 
railroad abandonment application 
proceedings. The Commission has 
changed the service requirements of the 
Notice of intent to abandon or 
discontinue rail service. The Notice will 
be served on a broader range of 
government and private parties who 
may be interested in an abandonment. 

The date for filing System Diagram 
Maps has been changed to June 30. 

TTie Commission will notify interested 
persons when it institutes an 
investigation into an abandonment on 
Its own motion. 

On its own motion, the Commission 
clarified the definition of base year in 
the calculation of available costs and 
revenues attributable and for financial 
assistance calculation. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: April 21. 1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Michael Erenberg, (202) 27S-7245. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: We 

served and published notices in the 
Federal Register on April 14.1978 (43 FR 
15754) to institute Ex Parte No. 274 (Sub- 
No. 2A) and on Juy 25.1978 (43 FR 
33775) to institute Ex Parte No. 274 (Sub- 
No. 2B). A petition filed on October 10. 
1978 requested institution of the 
proceedings in Ex Parte No. 274 (Sub- 
No. 2D). On our own motion we are 
clarifying section 1121.11(c) of the ICC 
Abandonment of Railroad Lines and 
Di scon tinuance of Service, regulations 
49 CFR Part 1121 (1978) (Abandonment 
Regulations). We have considered these 
proceedings concurrently because the 
issues are interrelated. 

Parties 

Written comments in Ex Parte No. 274 
(Sub-No. 2A) were received from: (1) the 
United States Department of 
Transportation (DOT); (2) Office of Rail 
Public Counsel (RPC); (3) Kansas 
Department of Transportation (KS- 
DOT); (4) Kentucky Department of 
Transportation (KY-DOT); (5) 

Minnesota Department of Tranportation 
(MN-DOT); (0) Oklahoma Department 
of Transportation (OK-DOT); (7) Oregon 
Department of Transportation (OR- 
DOT); (8) Virginia Department of 
Highways & Transportation (VA- 
DH&T); (9) National Conference of State 
Railway Officials (NCSRO); (10) Dane 
County Regional Planning Commission. 
WI (Dane County): (11) Association of 
American Railroads (AAR); (12) Stanley 
E. G. Hillman. Trustee of the Property of 
Chicago. Milwaukee. St Paul and Pacific 
Railroad Company. Debtor (Milwaukee 
Road); (13) Union Pacific Railroad 
Company (UP); (14) John W. McGinnis. 
Illinois Legislative Director of United 
Transportation Union (UTU); (15) CF 
Industries. Inc. (CF); (16) Kimberly-Clark 
Corporation (Kimberly-Clark); and (17) 
Janet L Martin (Martin). 

Written comments in Ex Parte No. 274 
(Sub-No. 2B) were received from: (1) 

DOT; (2) RPC; (3) the United States of 
America Railroad Retirement Board 


(RRB); (4) the Colorado State 
Department of Highways (CO-SDH); (5) 
KS-DOT; (6) VA-DH&T; (7) the National 
Association of Regulatory Utility 
Commissioners (NARUC): (8) the 
Champaign County Regional Planning 
Commission. IL (Champaign County); (9) 
AAR; (10) the National Railroad 
Passenger Corporation (Amtrak); (11) 
Milwaukee Road; (12) the Railway 
Labor Executives' Association (RLEA); 
and (13) the Plantation Pipe Line 
Company (PPLC). 

MN-DOT filed a petition seeking to 
institute Ex Parte No. 274 (Sub-No. 2D). 

The Need For a Policy Statement 

We have determined not to adopt the 
proposed policy statement Accordingly, 
our discussion shall be limited to our 
reasons for not adopting the statement. 

The proposed policy statement 
addressed situations where a 
community or territory is served by 
more than one rail line which is a 
candidate 1 or potential candidate f for 
abandonment. The lines were not 
required to serve the same points, but to 

' Candidate! for abandonment are those line* of 
railroad In category 3. lints or portion* of line* for 
which an abandonment or discontinuance 
application la pending before the Commisiion. 
Section 1121.20(b)(3) of the Abandonment 
Regulation*. 

■Categories 12. and 4 constitute potential 
candidate* for abandonment. Category 1 include* 
all line* or portion* of lines which the carrier 
anticipates will be the subject of an abandonment 
or discontinuance application to be filed within the 
3-year period following the date upon which the 
system diagram map is filed with the Commission 
Section 1121.20(bKl) of the Abandonment 
Regulation* Category 2 includes all lines or 
portions of lines potentially subject to abandonment 
which the carrier has under study and believes may 
be the subject of a future abandonment application 
because of cither anticipated operating losses or 
excessive rehabilitation costa, as compared to 
potential revenue* Section 1121.20(b)(2) of the 
Abandonment Regulations. Category 4 includes ail 
lines or portions of lines which are being operated 
under the rail service continuation provisions of 49 
U.S.C. « 10905 or lection 304(c)(2) of the Regional 
Rail Reorganization Act of 1973. as amended, on the 
date upon which the system diagram map ia filed 
with the Commission. Section 1121 J0(bH4) of the 
Abandonment Regulation* 


































Federal Register / Vol. 45. No. 56 / Thursday, March 20, 1980 / Rules and Regulations 


18007 


draw traffic from the same or 
overlapping territories. 

AAR and Milwaukee Road opposed 
adoption of the policy statement. 

AAR believes we are usurping States' 
planning roles, in addition to straying 
from our traditional role of determining 
the public convenience and necessity. 
Milwaukee Road amies that the 
procedures will not help us fulfill our 
duties In a speedy and just manner. 

Effect on other railroads. The policy 
statement would require other railroads 
to participate in developing the record in 
a case on a voluntary or involuntary 
basis. 

If railroads desire to present 
information on their lines with respect 
to abandonment candidates, they are . 
free to do so now, without adoption of 
the proposed policy statement 
Under the proposed policy statement 
railroads with lines that were 
candidates or potential candidates far 
abandonment within the territory of the 
pending abandonment applicant were 
required to become respondents In the 
proceeding, to apprise us of their 
intentions with respect to such 
candidates, and to supply us any 
additional information they desired. We 
do not believe that a railroad's failure to 
supply additional information can 
legally be held against it 
Because railroads can voluntarily 
participate in the abandonment of 
another line's track today, and because 
of the limited role they tend to play 
when they respond, we see no benefit to 
requiring participation of other railroads 
as outlined in the policy statement. 

Legislative events. Two recent laws 
have altered the atmosphere from that in 
which this policy statement was 
developed. 

The Local Rail Service Assistance Act 
of 1978 (LRSA Act) makes it possible for 
a State to subsidize a line of railroad 
prior to abandonment. Hence, States 
have the ability to choose the line of 
railroad in the territory which they 
believe is the most beneficial to that 
territory. Under the LRSA Act this can 
be done without any Commission action, 
but in response to a system diagram 
map filing. The proposed policy 
statement is only an additional 
regulatory layer which may delay the 
necessary rationalization of redundant 
rail facilities. 

Additionally, the prospective planning 
role as contemplated in the proposed 
policy statement has shifted even more 
heavily to the States and the United 
States Department of Transportation by 
the Railroad Revitalization and 
Regulatory Reform Act of 1978, Pub. L 
94-210 (4R Act). The legislative history 
on the 4R Act provides: 


A paramount concern to the Committee is 
the impact of rail abandonment on local 
communities mostly rural in character. The 
local Rail Assistance Program (administered 
by DOT) offers these communities an 
opportunity to keep their rail service. It 
rightfully places the responsibility for the 
decisions on essentiality of local roil service 
with State and local officials. See S- Rep. No. 
94-499 page 44 (November 28,1975). 

The option of choosing "the best line" 
for continuance in service is a function 
which we believe would best be 
performed by the States and DOT. 
Congress has seen fit to provide funding 
for this purpose both before or after 
abandonment 

Complexity and length of proceeding. 
The proposed policy statement would 
complicate current proceedings by 
greatly extending the record to Include 
some material which would, no doubt, 
be irrelevant 

In abandonments where no petitions 
to investigate are Bled, the Commission 
is required to issue a final decision 
within GO days of the date of filing. See 
49 U.S.C. 110904. Where an 
abandonment is investigated, the 
Commission is required to complete the 
evidentiary proceeding within 180 days 
and issue a decision 120 days after the 
close of evidence. See 49 U.S.C. 

9 10327(b). Requiring other railroads to 
become respondents in an abandonment 
proceeding could well extend the length 
of time required for an investigation 
beyond 180 days. Such additional 
evidence would complicate the 
decisional process and require 
consideration of issues beyond those 
relevant to the issue of abandonment. 
This profusion of issues may well 
extend the time for the decision process. 

We have reevaluated the concept of 
considering regional abandonments 
when only one application is on file with 
the Commission. Based on the planning 
capabilities of the States and DOT. 
which can be used concurrently with the 
system diagram maps which must be 
Bled with us, we do not believe 
implementation of the proposed policy 
statement for handling abandonments 
on a territory-wide basis is warranted. 

Since we have determined that 
adoption of the policy statement and its 
procedures is not warranted, we will 
discontinue the proceeding in Ex Parte 
No. 274 (Sub-No. 2A). 

Notice of Intent To Abandon or 
Discontinue Service 

Service. In Ex Parte No. 274 (Sub-No. 
2B), we proposed to amend section 
1121.30(a) of the Abandonment 
Regulations to require service of the 
Notice on Federal agencies and other 


parties that may have an interest in the 
proposed abandonment 

AAR. supported by Milwaukee Road, 
opposes additional service of the Notice. 
It believes these interests are selective, 
and do not apply to every case. It 
suggests that we serve copies of the 
Notice on these parties or publish the 
Notice in the Federal Register. 

Expanded service of a copy of the 
Notice may involve irrelevant 
proceedings for the recipients in some 
instances, but we believe they should 
decide which proceedings are relevant 
to them. Service of the Notice by the 
carrier is the most expeditious means of 
making the railroad's intentions known. 
Service or publication in the Federal 
Register by the Commission is not as 
timely and is more expensive. 

We will amend § 1121.30(a) of the 
Abandonment Regulations to require 
service of the Notice on the Department 
of Transportation (Federal Railroad 
Administration), the Department of 
Defense (Military Traffic Management 
Command), the Department of Interior 
(Bureau of Outdoor Recreation), the 
ICC's Office of the Special Counsel, the 
National Railroad Passenger 
Corporation (where a line it operates 
over is proposed for abandonment), the 
headquarters of the Railway Labor 
Executives' Association, and the State 
Cooperative Extension Service of each 
State in which any part of the line to be 
abandoned is located. 

Investigation. In Ex Parte No. 274 
(Sub-No. 2B), we proposed to amend 
section 1121.37(a)(3) of the 
Abandonment Regulations to require 
applicant to serve notice of an 
investigation instituted on our own 
motion on the same parties receiving 
Notice under section 1121.30(a). This 
proposal was supported by CO-SDH, 
NARUC, RPC. KY-DOT. and RLEA. 

However, substantial opposition to 
this requirement was also expressed. 
DOT and KS-DOT believe it is our duty, 
and no hardship on us. to notify parties 
when we institute an investigation on 
our motion. AAR and Milwaukee Road 
believe the expense to the applicant far 
outweighs any benefit. They state that 
the notice expense is at least $425 for 
newspaper publication, plus the cost of 
posting and service. AAR and 
Milwaukee Road contend that our 
process of preparing an Environmental 
Assessment (EA) will uncover other 
parties. 

We recognize a responsibility to 
notify the public when we institute an 
investigation on our own motion. We 
can serve our decision to investigate on 
our own motion more economically and 
expeditiously than applicants. Service 
will be on significant users, and 
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newspapers in which the Notice was 
published (as a news item instead of 
requesting formal publication), in 
addition to those parties served under 
section 1121.37 (b)( 3) (the carrier owning 
or operating the line involved and 
parties filing petitions to investigation or 
written comments). 

System Diagram Map 

Filing Date. In Ex Parte No. 274 (Sub- 
No. 2B) we proposed to change the filing 
date of the SDM from March 31 to June 
30. This permits carriers to use the 
branch line accounting data for the prior 
full year, which must be filed with the 
Commission by June 30 of each year, 
when changing line categorizations on 
the SDM. # 

The commenting parties generally 
support this proposal. VA-DH&T sees a 
problem in coordinating the SDM filing 
with the filing of a State Rail Plan with 
the Federal Railroad Administration 
(FRA). The State Rail Plan must be filed 
with FRA by August 1 of each year. See 
49 CFR 226.15g. VA-DH&T docs not 
believe one month is enough time to use 
the SDM in preparing a timely and 
professional State Rail Plan. 

We believe FRA and the States will 
take appropriate steps if a problem 
exists. We will adopt the proposed 
amendment to ( 1121.23(c). If these 
problems are not resolved, we can re¬ 
evaluate our experiment and amend 
these regulations. 

Category 5 wap amendments. In Ex 
Parte No. 274 (Sub-No. 2D). MN-DOT 
requests section 1121.21 and section 
1121.23(b) of the Abandonment 
Regulations be amended specifically to 
call attention to a change in status from 
category 1 or 2 to category 5. This 
change is unnecessary. Since an SDM is 
filed annually. MN-DOT need only 
compare the previous SDM to discover 
any changes. 

Clarification of Base Year on Our Own 
Motion 

Base Year Definition. Section 
1121.11(c) of the Abandonment 
Regulations defines “base year” as “the 
latest 12-month period ending no later 
than six months prior to the filing of the 
abandonment or discontinuance 
application, for which data has been 
collected at the branch level as 
prescribed in ( 1121.40(b).“ The proper 
interpretation of this definition is that 
the base year must end no earlier than 6 
months before the filing date. 
Abandonment of R. Lines & 
Discontinuance of Serv. 354 I.C.C. 129, 
134-135 (1976). In the Abandonment 
Regulations, we use the term “no later 


•Sc* 43 FR 1732 (to be codified In 40 CFR 201000). 


than*' to mean no more distant in time 
than. In order to clarify this, we will 
replace the term “no later than" with 
“no earlier than.“ 

The modifications to the regulations 
are set out in the Appendix. 

This action will not significantly affect 
either the quality of the human 
environment or energy consumption. 

It is ordered: 1. Part 1121 of Title 49 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations is 
amended as set forth in the Appendix to 
this decision . 

2. The proceeding in Ex Parte No. 274 
(Sub-No. 2A) and Ex Parte No. 274 (Sub- 
No. 2B) are discontinued. 

3. Notice of this decision shall be 
given to the general public by depositing 
a copy in the Office of the Secretary of 
the Commission at Washington, D.C., 
and by filing a copy with the Director, 
Office of the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. Chairman Gaskins. 

Vice Chairman Gresham. Commissioners 
Stafford, Clapp. Trantum. end Alexis. 
Commissioner Trantum dissented with a 
separate expression. 

Agatha L Mergcnovich, 

Secretary. 

Commissioner Trantum (dissenting). 

I would reject the proposed 
amendment of $ 1121.30(a). 

Appendix 

This decision has amended certain 
sections of the ICC Abandonment of 
Ra ilroa d and Discontinuance of Service, 
49 CFR Part 1121 (1978). The sections are 
amended as follows: 

1. Section 1121.11(c) is revised to read 
as follows: 

(1121.11 Definitions. 

• • • • • 

"Base Year" means the latest 12- 
month period, ending no earlier than 6 
months prior to the filing of the 
abandonment or discontinuance 
application, for which data has been 
collected at the branch level as 
prescribed in section 1121.40(b). 

2. The introductory text of ( 1121.23(c) 
is revised to read as follows: 

§ 1121.23 Amendment of the system 
diagram map. 

• • • • • 

By June 30 of each year, each carrier 
shall file with the Commission: (1) • • • 

3. Section 1121.30(a) (1) and (2) are 
revised to read as follows: 

( 1121.30 Notice of Intent to abandon line 
or discontinue service. 

The applicant shall give notice of its 
intent to file an abandonment or 
discontinuance application by (1) / 
serving notice on the Commission by 
certified letter concurrently with 


newspaper publication of the Notice or 
service upon those shippers who are 
significant users (as defined in 
( 1121.11(m)) on the line proposed to be 
abandoned or discontinued, whichever 
first occurs. (2) and serving notice by 
first class mail (unless otherwise noted) 
on (i) the Governor (by certified mail), 
(il) Public Service Commission (or 
equivalent agency), (iii) designated State 
agency, and (iv) State Cooperative 
Extension Service, of each State in 
which all or part of the line of railroad 
sought to abandoned, or over which 
service is proposed to be discontinued, 
is situated: (v) the Department of 
Transportation (Federal Railroad 
Administration), (vi) the Department of 
Defense (Military Traffic Management 
Command), (vii) the Department of 
Interior (Bureau of Outdoor Recreation), 
(viii) the Railroad Retirement Board, (ix) 
the Office of the Special Counsel, (x) the 
National Railroad Passenger 
Corporation (where a line it operates 
over is proposed for abandonment), and 
(xi) the headquarters of the Railroad 
Labor Executives' Association: at the 
time the notice is served on the 
Commission, (3) • • • 

4. Section 1121.37(a)(3) is revised to 
read as follows: 

{ 1121.37 Commission determination and 
certification under section la(3) of the Act. 

(a) * * • 

• • • • • 

A copy of the decision instituting an 
investigation of an abandonment or 
discontinuance application shall be 
served by the Commission on the carrier 
which owns or operates the line of 
railroad involved or its representative 
not later than 55 days after the date 
upon which the application was filed 
with the Commission. Copies of such 
decision shall also be mailed by the 
Commission to all parties which filed 
petitions to investigate or written 
comments, and to all persons upon 
which copies of the application are 
required to be served under section 
1121.34(c). In the event the Commission 
institutes an investigation on its own 
motion, the decision shall also be served 
on all parties receiving notice in section 
1121.30(a)(1), the newspapers publishing 
the notice as defined in section 
1121.30(a)(3). and additional interested 
persons, including those discovered 
during the environmental review. 

(49 U.S.C. 10903-10906 and 5 U.S.C. 552. 553) 

IF* Doc IW4T4 FUed 3-11A 45 an) 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Fish and Wildlife Service 
50 CFR Part 17 

Listing With Endangered Status for 
Five Species of Foreign Reptiles 

agency: Fish and Wildlife Service. 
Interior. 

action: Final rule. 

summary: The Service determines that 
five species of foreign reptiles be listed 
as endangered species. This action is 
being taken because these species have 
been subject, at least impart to 
malicious killing, overcollection, 
competition and habitat destruction by 
introduced feral animals, and habitat 
destruction through human activities. 
The species included in this rule are as 
follows: Fiji Island banded iguana 
(Orachylophus facial us), Fiji crested 
iguana (Brachylophus sp.). San Esteban 
Island chuckwalla (Sauromatus varius ). 
and two Round Island boas [Bo/yeria 
muhocarinata and Casarea dussumieri). 

With the exception of the San Esteban 
Island chuckwalla. all are strictly 
protected in the county of origin. This 
rule provides additional protection to 
wild populations of these Endangered 
reptiles. 

dates: This rule becomes effective on 
April 19. 1980. 

addresses: Comments and materials 
relating to this rule are available for 
public inspection during normal 
business hours at the Service’s Office of 
Endangered Species. 1000 N. Glebe 
Road. Arlington. Virginia. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. John L Spinks. Jr.. Chief, Office of 
Endangered Species. U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, Department of the 
Interior, Washington, D.C, 20240 (703/ 
235-2771). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

San Esteban island chuckwalla. In the 
Federal Register of February 26,1979. 

(44 FR 12391), the Fish and Wildlife 
Service published a Notice of Review on 
the status of Ihe San Esteban Island 
chuckwalla based on a petition to list 
this species by Dr. Ted Case. 

Information contained in the notice 
summarized existing knowledge 
concerning its status and the reasons for 
conducting the review. Persons who 
desire to review these data should 
consult this document or the 
Endangered Species Technical Bulletin 
of March, 1979; these documents are 
available from the Office of Endangered 


Species. U.S, Fish and Wildlife Service. 
Washington. D.C. 20240. 

On November 2,1979, the Fish and 
Wildlife Service proposed that the San 
Esteban Island chuckwalla. Fiji banded 
iguana Fiji crested iguana, and two 
Round Island boas be listed as 
Endangered species (see the Federal 
Register of November 2,1979 (44 FR 
63474-63476] and the December 1979 
Endangered Species Technical Bulletin 
for details of this proposal). Included in 
the proposal was a summary of 
comments from the notice of review on 
the chuckwalla as well as complete 
summaries of the status of these species. 

The proposal summarized the factors 
thought to be contributing to the 
likelihood that these species could 
become extinct within the foreseeable 
future, specified the prohibitions which 
would be applicable if such a 
determination were made, and solicited 
comments, suggestions, objections and 
factual information from any interested 
person. 

Those factors affecting the status of 
these reptiles were published in the 
proposal to list them and are reprinted 
below (the numbers refer to the five 
factors specified in Section 4(a) of the 
Act. See the proposal of November 2, 
1979, for details.) 

San Esteban Island chuckwalla. ( 1 ) 
This large lizard occurs only on 43 km* 
San Esteban Island in the Gulf of 
California where its main habitat is a 
single arroyo that runs along the 
southeast comer of the island Although 
there are no permanent human 
settlements on the island, there has been 
some destruction of chuckwalla habitat, 
apparently in attempts to obtain 
specimens. Because of the limited extent 
of chuckwalla habitat, this area is 
extremely vulnerable to modification. (2) 
This is a major concern for the 
continued survival of this species. 
Commercial operations have visited the 
island and reportedly removed large 
numbers of individuals for the pet trade. 
Because of the life history 
characteristics of this species (as 
summarized In the March 6 Notice of 
Review), it is unlikely that the 
population can sustain such harvest. 

The removal of individuals to serve as 
exotic pets could clearly jeopardize this 
species. (3) Individuals are occasionally 
eaten by Mexicans and Seri Indians. (4) 
This species is currently not protected 
by international trade agreements 
although a collecting permit is required 
by Mexico. This requirement is difficult 
to enforce and may be circumvented by 
zealous collectors. 

Fiji island banded iguana and Fiji 
crested iguana. These iguanas are found 
only in the Pacific, the Fiji Island 


banded iguana on several islands in Fiji 
and Tonga and the recently discovered 
but as yet undescribcd Fiji crested 
iguana only on a little (1 km 1 ) remote 
island in the Fiji group. Both species 
face the same threats and are discussed 
together. (1) The felling of trees and 
forest for human purposes and habitat 
destruction caused by introduced goats 
are likely to eliminate the habitat of 
these species and thus lead to their 
extinction. (2) Because of the unique 
distribution, attractive coloration and 
limited range of these species, the threat 
of commercial exploitation is high. 
Indeed, specimens of the Fiji Island 
banded iguana were involved in a major 
reptile smuggling case as late os August 
1977. Dr. John Gibbons, who discovered 
the new iguana, believes exploitation to 
be a threat to the species. (3) Predation 
by feral cats is believed to be a problem. 
(5) Killing by native Fijians is also a 
problem facing these species. 

Round Island boas. These species are 
the sole surviving members of the 
subfamily Bolyerinee, a group of 
primitive boas. The numbers of Boiyeria 
muhocarinata are unknown as there 
have been only six sightings since 1935. 
the last in 1975. The total population of 
Casarea dussumieri is estimated to be 
around 75 animals. (1) Rabbits and goats 
were introduced onto Round Island in 
1640 and these animals have destroyed 
the island’s vegetation so that severe 
erosion has occurred. The resulting 
deterioration of the palm forest is the 
main threat to these snakes. 

Summary of Comments 

Section of 4(b)(1)(C) of the Act 
indicates that a summary of all 
comments and recommendations 
received should be published In the 
Federal Register prior to adding any 
species to the List of Endangered and 
Threatened Wildlife. 

In the November 2.1979, Federal 
Register proposed rule (44 FR 63474- 
63476), all interested parties were 
invited to submit factual reports or 
information which might contribute to 
the formulation of a final rule. 

Ail public comments received during 
the period of November 2.1979. to 
February 6.1980, were considered. 

A total of 4 comments were received. 
All favored protection as proposed. 

The Fiji Department of Foreign Affairs 
’’supported and appreciated” the 
Service’s proposal to list the two Fijian 
iguanas as Endangered (information 
supplied by U.S. Embassy in Suva). 

Dr. John Gibbons (University of the 
South Pacific. Suva. Fiji) provided 
additional comments on the status of the 
Fiji banded iguana. He states: 
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This species occurs widlcy on many Fijian 
islands (estimated no. 40-100) though little is 
yet known of its occurrence in Tonga. 
Specimens are still occasionally reported in 
Suva, the capital city of Fiji. A significant 
number of these are brought into homes, or 
observed being harrassed. by domestic cats. 

It is undoubtedly true that the populations of 
this species have been reduced to a tiny 
fraction of their former abundance during the 
past 150 years, particularly the last 3a 
Causes have been mainly the destruction of 
habitat and killing by feral cats. Killing by 
Fijians and reptile smuggling have been 
responsible for declines in some populations. 
For example, near the village of Bureta on the 
island of Ova la u there is a swamp containing 
a number of lvl trees [/nocarpus sp.). In 
March 1077 some Americans posing as 
scientists paid the villagers $15 for each 
animal captured, and were successful in 
obtaining 20-30 specimens (reports from the 
villagers vary). When I offered the villagers 
the same fee for catching the animals (for my 
research at U.S.P.) the same lvi trees were 
searched, but not a single iguana was seen. 

The former abundance of Brachy/ophus 
fasciotus can be verified by examination of 
old historical records. In both Tonga and 
many islands in Fiji the animal was once a 
common food item, though today it is 
probably true to say that only a small 
minority of the population have even set eyes 
on the animal. 

However, this gloomy picture is offset by 
the fact that B. fasciotus is now commonly 
observed in the introduced mango tree 
Mangifero sp. and may hold out albeit in low 
numbers, for many years to come on many 
islands. The animal is extremely well 
camouflaged and elusive. 

With regard to the Fiji crested iguana, 
Dr. Gibbons stales: 

The situation regarding this animal is 
totally different from that of the banded 
iguana. Referred to locally as the 'Fijian 
crested iguana’ this animal is known only 
from a single tiny island 1 km 9 in area. 

The animal has apparently had little or no 
contact with man. and therefore fails to 
recognize him as a perdator. The animal will 
actually pursue a person when aroused and 
encountered on the ground It is therefore 
easily captured 


Dr. Gibbons further describes the 
problems faced by this newly 
discovered iguana, particularly habitat 
destruction. He supports listing of both 
species as Endangered. 

Rene E. Honegger (LU.GN.-Zurich) 
noted that the specific epithet 
"mu/ticarinata" should be spelled 
“ mu/tocarinata " and provided I.U.C.N. 
Red Data Books drafts on B. 
multocarinata and the Fiji crested 
iguana. Jane Risk (Animal Protection 
Institute of America) supported the 
listing for the five reptiles for the 
reasons provided in the original 
proposal. 

After a thorough review and 
consideration of all the Information 
available, the Director has determined 
that (1) the five species of reptiles are 
Endangered throughout all or a 
significant portion of their ranges due to 
one or more of the factors described in 
Section 4(a) of the Act. as specified in 
the proposal of November 2.1979 and 
discussed above, and (2) listing these 
species as Endangered will provide 
them with protection to ensure their 
survival. 

Effects of the rule 

Endangered species regulations 
already published in Title 50 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations set forth a series 
of general prohibitions and exceptions 
which apply to all Endangered species. 
The regulations referred to aboe, which 
pertain to Endangered species, are 
found at { 17.21 of Title 50. and are 
summarized below. 

With respect to the San Esteban 
Island chuck walla, Fiji banded iguana, 
Fiji crested iguana and two Round 
Island boas, all prohibitions of Section 
9(a)(1) of the Act, as implemented by 50 
CFR 17.21, will apply. These 
prohibitions, in part, will make it illegal 
for any person subject to the jurisdiction 
of the United States to take, import or 


export, ship in interstate commerce In 
the course of a commercial activity, or 
sell or offer for sale these species in 
interstate or foreign commerce. It also 
will be illegal to possess, sell, deliver, 
carry, transport, or ship any such 
wildlife which was illegally taken. 
Certain exceptions will apply to agents 
of the Service and State conservation 
agencies. 

Regulations published in the Federal 
Register of September 26* 1975 (40 FR 
44412), codified at 50 CFR 17.22 and 
17.23, provide for the issuance of permits 
to carry out otherwise prohibited 
activities involving Endangered or 
Threatened species under certain 
circumstances. Such permits involving 
Endangered species are available for 
scientific purposes or to enhance the 
propagation or survival of the species. In 
some instances, permits may be issued 
during a specified period of time to 
relieve undue economic hardship which 
would be suffered if such relief were not 
available. 

National Environmental Policy Act 

An environmental assessment has 
been prepared pursuant to Executive 
Order 12114 and is on file in the 
Service’s Washington Office of 
Endangered Species, Suite 500,1000 N. 
Glebe Road. Arlington. Virginia. It 
addresses this action as it involves the 
five reptiles. 

The primary author of this rule is Dr. 

C. Kenneth Dodd. Jr„ Office of 
Endangered Species (703/235-1975). 

Regulations Promulgation 

Accordingly. Part 17, Subchapter B 
Chapter I. Title 50 of the U.S. Code of 
Federal Regulations is amended as 
follows: 

1. By adding the San Esteban Island 
chuckwalla. Fiji banded iguana. Fiji 
crested iguana, and two Round Island 
boas lo the list, alphabetically, under 
“Reptiles” as indicated below: 


517.11 Endangered and threatened wildlife. 
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Note.—The Department of the Interior has determ ined that this rule is not a significant rule and does not require preparation of a 
regulatory analysis under Executive Order 12044 and 43 CFR 14. 

Dated: March 17. I960. 

Lynn A. Greenwslt, 

Director, Fish ond Wildlife Service. 

IFR Doc ao~s*4 Filed S-19-6& *45 sm| 

SILLING COOC 4310-65-M 



































Federal Register / Vol. 45, No. 56 / Thursday, March 20, 1980 / Rules and Regulations 


18011 


50 CFR Part 33 

Sport Fishing; National Wildlife 
Refuges in North Dakota 

acency: Fish and Wildlife Service. 
action: Special regulations. 

summary: The Director has determined 
that the opening to sport fishing of 
certain National Wildlife Refuges is 
compatible with the objectives for which 
the areas were established, will utilize a 
renewable natural resource, and will 
provide additional recreational 
opportunity to the public. These special 
regulations describe the conditions 
under which sport fishing will be 
permitted on portions of certain 
National Wildlife Refuges in North 
Dakota. 

dates: Effective on March 20,1980 
through March 29,1981. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

The Area Manager or appropriate 
Refuge Manager at the address or 
telephone number listed below: 

Gilbert E. Key, Area Manager. U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, P.O. Box 1897. Bismarck. 
North Dakota 58501. Telephone: (701) 255- 
4011. X-401. 

john R. Foster, Refuge Manager. Arrowwood 
& Long Lake National Wildlife Refuges. Rural 
Route 1. Pmgree, North Dakota 58470, 
Telephone: (701) 285-3341. 

Ronald D. Shupe. Refuge Manager. Audubon 
National Wildlife Refuge. Rural Route 1, 
Coleharbor. North Dakota 58531. Telephone: 
(701)442-5474. 

John L Venegonl. Refuge Manager. Des Lacs 
and Lake Ho National Wildlife Refuges, P.O. 
Box 578, Kenmare. North Dakota 58748. 
Telephone: (701) 385-4048. 

Harold T. Walls, Refuge Manager. |. Clark 
Salyer National Wildlife Refuge, Upham, 
North Dakota 58789, Telephone: (701) 788- 
254a 

David G. Potter. Refuge Manager, Tewaukon 
National Wildlife Refuge, Rural Route 1. 
Cayuga. North Dakota 58013, Telephone: 

(701) 724-3598. 

Maurice B. Wright, Refuge Manager. Upper 
Souris National Wildlife Refuge. Rural Route 
1. Foxholm. North Dakota 58738. Telephone: 
(701)468-5488. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Merle O. 
Bennett (701) 255-4011, ext. 417 is the 
primary author of these special 
regulations. 

General Conditions 

Sport fishing on portions of the 
following refuges shall be In accordance 


with applicable State and Federal 
regulations, subject to additional special 
regulations and conditions as indicated. 
Portions of refuges which are open to 
sport fishing are designated by signs 
and/or delineated on maps. Special 
conditions applying to individual refuges 
and maps are available at refuge 
headquarters or from the Office of the 
Area Manager (addresses listed above). 

The Refuge Recreation Act of 1962 (16 
U.S.C. 40OK) authorizes the Secretary of 
the Interior to administer such areas for 
public recreation as an appropriate 
incidental or secondary use only to the 
extent that it is practicable and not 
inconsistent with the primary objectives 
for which the area was established. In 
addition, the Refuge Recreation Act 
requires that before any area of the 
refuge system is used for forms of 
recreation not directly related to the 
primary purposes and functions of the 
area, the Secretary must find that: (1) 
such recreational use will not interfere 
with the primary purposes for which the 
area was established, and (2) funds are 
available for the development, 
operation, and maintenance of the 
permitted forms of recreation. 

The recreational use authorized by 
these regulations will not interfere with 
the primary purposes for which these 
refuges were established. Funds are 
available for the administration of the 
recreational activities permitted by 
these regulations. 

g 33.5 Special regulations: Sport fishing 
for individual wildlife refuge areas 

North Dakota 

Arrowwood National Wildlife Refuge 

Sport Fishing is permitted on all 
waters (4,500 acres) of the Arrowwood 
National Wildlife Refuge. The sport 
fishing season is open from May 3,1980 
through September 15,1980. and from 
the end of the firearm deer season 
through March 29,1981. Boats without 
motors are permitted. 

Long Lake National Wildlife Refuge 

Sport fishing is permitted on three 
areas of the Long Lake National Wildlife 
Refuge. These areas, comprising about 4 
miles of shoreline, are delineated on 
maps available at refuge headquarters. 
The sport Fishing season is open from 
May 3.1980, through September 26.1980, 
and from December 6.1980, through 
March 29,1981. Bank or ice fishing 
only—no boats permitted. Fishing is 
permitted during daylight hours only. 


Audubon National Wildlife Refuge 

Sport Fishing is permitted on all 
(10,500 acres) of the Audubon National 
Wildlife Refuge. The sport Fishing 
season is open from December 6,1980, 
through March 29.1981. Only winter 
(ice) fishing is permitted. Snowmobiles 
are not permitted. 

Des Lacs National Wildlife Refuge 

Sport fishing (winter ice fishing only) 
on the Des Lacs National Wildlife 
Refuge is permitted on one area. This 
open area, comprising 700 acres, is 
delineated on maps available at refuge 
headquarters. The sport fishing season 
is open by public notice when ice is safe 
and through March 29,1981. No fishing 
or parking of vehicles is permitted on 
County Road #2 or on the bridge over 
Des Lacs Lake. 

Lake Ho National Wildlife Refuge 

Sport fishing is permitted on the Lake 
Ilo National Wildlife Refuge only on the 
areas designated by signs as open to 
fishing. This area, comprising 1,050 
acres, is delineated on maps available at 
refuge headauarters. 

The sport fishing season i9 open from 
May 3,1980, through September 28,1980. 
and from December 8.1980, through 
March 29.1981. Fishing is permitted 
during daylight hours only. Boats with 
motors of 10 horsepower or less are 
permitted 

/. Clark Salyer National Wildlife Refuge 

Sport fishing is permitted on the (. 
Clark Salyer National Wildlife Refuge 
only on areas designated by signs as 
open to fishing, and delineated on maps 
available at refuge headquarters. The 
sport Fishing season is open from May 3, 

1980, through December 8,1980. Boat 
Fishing is permitted only on areas as 
designated from May 3,1980, through 
September 26.1980. Winter ice fishing is 
permitted on all refuge waters from 
December B. 1980, through March 29, 

1981. Fishing is permitted during 
daylight hours only. 

Tewaukon National Wildlife Refuge 

Sport fishing is permitted on two lakes 
of the Tewaukon National Wildlife 
Refuge. These lakes. Lake Tewaukon 
and Sprague Lake, comprise about 1,125 
acres and are delineated on maps 
available at refuge headquarters. The 
sport Fishing season is open from May 3. 
1980, through March 29,1981. Boat 
Fishing is permitted only during the 
period May 3,1980, through September 
26.1980. Boats with motors not 
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exceeding 10 horsepower are permitted 
Fishing is permitted during daylight 
hours only. Snowmobiles are not 
permitted 

Upper Souris National Wildlife Refuge 

Sport fishing is permitted on 
approximately 12,000 acres of the Upper 
Souris National Wildlife Refuge. The 
open areas are delineated by signs and 
on maps available at refuge 
headquarters. The sport fishing season 
is open from May 3,1980, through March 

29.1981. Boat fishing is permitted on 
areas designated only from May 3.1980, 
through September 26,1980. Any boat 
motor or combination of motors may be 
attached to boats, but only those motors 
or combinations of motors capable of 
developing 10 horsepower or less may 
be used. Fishing is permitted from 5:00 
a.m. through 10:00 p.m. daily. Winter ice 
fishing is permitted in designated areas 
from Dam #41 south to Baker Bridge and 
from Mouse River Park north to the 
refuge boundary. Bank or ice fishing is 
permitted at Dam #41 south of the dam, 
from November 1.198a through March 

29.1981. Fish houses and vehicles are 
not permitted on the river south of Lake 
Darling Dam nor north of Dam #41. Fish 
houses must be removed from the refuge 
by March 15,1981. No cutting of trees or 
open fires are permitted. The taking of 
minnows and frogs or the digging of 
worms is not permitted. Operation of 
snowmobiles is not permitted. 

Notev—The Department of the Interior hag 
determined that this document Is not a 
significant rule and does not require a 
regulatory analysis under Executive Order 
12044 and 43 CFR Part 14. 

Dated: March 11, I960. 

David A Allardyce, 

Acting Area Manager. 

(FR Doc AO-AU2 FUed 3-1S-6Q A 45 «nj 
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains notices to the public of the 
proposed issuance of rules and 
regulations. The purpose of these notices 
is to give interested persons an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
makjng prior to the adoption of the final 
rules 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 

7 CFR PART 1036 

(Docket No. AO-179-A44) 

Milk In the Eastern Ohio-Western 
Pennsylvania Marketing Area; 
Recommended Decision and 
Opportunity To File Written 
Exceptions on Proposed Amendments 
to Tentative Marketing Agreement and 
To Order 

agency: Agricultural Marketing Service* 

USDA. 

action: Proposed rule. 

summary: This decision recommends 
changes in the present order provisions 
based on industry proposals which were 
considered at a public hearing held 
August 14-16.1979. The recommended 
amendments provide for changing the 
funding rate for the advertising and 
promotion program from a fixed 5 cents 
per hundredweight to 0.75 percent of the 
producers’ pay price in the market. 
Producers who do not want to 
participate in the program would submit 
one refund request per year instead of 
one for each calendar quarter. Refunds 
would be made on a monthly basis 
rather than quarterly. Another 
amendment would eliminate the 
channeling of a handler’s payments to 
individual producers through the market 
administrator’s office if the handler is 
not delinquent with respect to any 
payment obligation under the order. 

Also, the late payment charge on any 
overdue payment obligation of a handler 
would be due to the administrative 
expense fund. The amendments are 
necessary to reflect current marketing 
conditions and to insure orderly 
marketing in the area. 

date: Comments are due on or before 
April 4. I960. 

address: Comments (four copies) 
should be filed with the Hearing Clerk. 
Room 1077, South Building, U.S. 


Department of Agriculture. Washington. 
DC 20250. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Clayton H. Plumb, Marketing Specialist. 
Dairy Division, Agricultural Marketing 
Service. U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Washington. DC 20250 (202) 447-6273. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Prior 
documents in this proceeding: Notice of 
Hearing: issued July 20.1979; published 
July 26,1979 (44 FR 43735). 

Preliminary Statement 

Notice is hereby given of the filing 
with the Hearing Clerk of this 
recommended decision with respect to 
proposed amendments to the tentative 
marketing agreement and order 
regulating the handling of milk in the 
Eastern Ohio-Western Pennsylvania 
marketing area. This notice is issued 
pursuant to the provisions of the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et 
seq ). and the applicable rules of 
practice and procedure governing the 
formulation of marketing agreements 
and marketing orders (7 CFR Part 900). 

Interested parties may file written 
exceptions to this decision with the 
Hearing Clerk, U.S. Department of 
Agriculture. Washington. DC 20250. by 
the 15th day after publication of this 
decision in the Federal Register. Four 
copies of the exceptions should be filed. 
All written submissions made pursuant 
to this notice will be available for public 
inspection at the office of the Hearing 
Clerk during regular business hours (7 
CFR 1.27(b)). 

The proposed amendments set forth 
below are based on the record of a 
public hearing conducted at Coraopolis. 
Pennsylvania, on August 14-18.1979. 
Notice of such hearing was issued July 
20.1979 (44 FR 43735). 

The material issues on the record of 
the hearing relate to: 

1. Funding rate for the advertising and 
promotion program. 

2. Revision of administrative 
provisions of the advertising and 
promotion program. 

3. Payments to producers and 
cooperative associations. 

4. Charges on overdue accounts. 

Findings and Conclusions 

The following findings and 
conclusions on the material issues are 
based on evidence presented at the 
hearing and the record thereof: 


1. Funding rate for the advertising and 
promotion program . The funding rate for 
the advertising and promotion program 
should be modified by changing the 
present 5-cent rate to a rate determined 
yearly by multiplying the simple average 
of the monthly uniform prices for the 12- 
month period ending April 30 by three- 
quarters of one percent. The resulting 
figure would be the funding rate for the 
12-month period beginning in July of that 
year. 

Under the revised funding formula, a 
simple average of the uniform prices for 
the 12-month period ending April 30 
would be computed by the market 
administrator as soon as possible after 
April 30. The average price would be 
multiplied by .0075 and rounded to the 
nearest whole cent to determine the 
actual rate of assessment for the 12- 
month period beginning in July. As soon 
as possible after the rate of withholding 
is computed, the market administrator 
would notify in writing all producers 
cutrendy on the market and any new 
producer that subsequently enters the 
market of the new withholding rate. This 
notification would be repeated annually 
thereafter only if there was any change 
in the rate from the previous period. 

The advertising and promotion 
program was established under the 
Eastern Ohio-Western Pennsylvania 
order effective July 1.1973. The program 
has been funded since its inception 
through a monthly 5-cent per 
hundredweight assessment on milk 
delivered during the month by 
participating producers. The money is 
deducted by the market administrator in 
the computation of the uniform price 
and is turned over to an agency 
composed of producers’ representatives 
who are chosen each year. Certain 
reserves are withheld by the market 
administrator to cover refunds to 
producers and administrative costs. 

The advertising and promotion 
program agency is responsible for the 
development and implementation of 
programs and projects approved by the 
Secretary and designed to carry out the 
purposes of the Act. The scope of the 
agency’s activities may include the 
establishment of research and 
development projects, advertising on a 
non-brand basis, sales promotion, 
education and other programs designed 
to improve or promote the domestic 
marketing and consumption of milk and 
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its products. The advertising and 
promotion program is a voluntary 
program. Accordingly, each producer, on 
a quarterly basis, has the option of 
requesting a refund of the assessment on 
his marketings of milk. 

An increase in the funding rate was 
requested by three cooperative 
associations. All three associations 
want a rate that is determined yearly by 
multiplying the average of the monthly 
uniform prices for a 12-month period by 
three-quarters of one percent and 
rounding to the nearest whole cent The 
cooperatives differ, however, as to 
which period should be used and over 
what period it should apply. Two of the 
cooperatives, whose members supply 
most of the milk regulated under Order 
36, want the rate based on the uniform 
prices for the 12-month period ending 
April 30. This rate would then apply for 
a 12-month period beginning in July of 
that year. In their testimony, a member 
of the Order 36 advertising and 
promotion agency and a representative 
of the United Dairy Industry Association 
(UDLA) both endorsed the position of 
these two cooperatives. The third 
cooperative wanted a rate based on the 
uniform prices for the 12-month period 
ending September 30. This rate would 
apply for the following calendar year. 

Supporters of an increase in the 
funding rate testified that since the 
advertising and promotion program was 
initiated advertising costs have 
increased substantially and revenue to 
support the program has not kept pace. 
The cooperatives proposed that the 
revenue for funding the program be 
fixed as a percentage of the producers' 
uniform prices in order to keep pace 
with the rising cost of advertising. 

In 1973, the year the advertising and 
promotion program began in this market 
the uniform price averaged $7.19 and 
and the 5-cent withholding rate 
represented 0.7 percent of the uniform 
price. For 1978, the 5-cent withholding 
rate represented less than 045 percent of 
the uniform price while a withholding 
rate based on 0.75 percent of the uniform 
price would have amounted to 7 cents 
per hundredweight. For the 12-month 
period ending April 30,1979, the uniform 
price averaged $11.03 and a 0.75 percent 
withholding rate would have amounted 
to 8 cents. It can be expected that for the 
12-month period ending April 3a 1980 
the uniform price will average about 
$12.00. A 0.75 percent withholding rate 
on a $12.00 uniform price would amount 
to 9 cents per hundredweight. 

A representative of UD1A presented 
data in support of the cooperatives' 
position that additional funds are 
needed by the agency. These data 
indicated that from 1972 to 1979 inflation 


has been rapid, with the Consumer Price 
Index increasing 72 percent, the cost of 
advertising by various media has 
increased markedly since the 1972 
hearing on which the present 5-cent rate 
of advertising and promotion program 
deduction was based. On a national 
basis selected media cost increases from 
1972 to 1979 were as follows: Nighttime 
network TV, 78 percent; daytime 
network TV, 119 percent; network radio, 
58 percent* and daily newspapers, 57 
percent In the Cleveland, Pittsburgh, 
and Youngstown areas the cost of 
television advertising has increased 
much more than the national average 
while radio advertising costs have 
increased less than the national 
average. In terms of a dollar's worth of 
advertising in 1974, television 
advertising costs were $2.35 in 1979. One 
dollar's worth of radio time in 1974 cost 
$1.35 in 1979. By comparison, media 
costs in general have increased faster 
than milk prices to producers. The 
expected $12.00 average uniform price 
for the 12-month period ending April 3a 
198a is 66 percent more than the $7.19 
average uniform price for 1973 when the 
advertising and promotion program 
began under the order. Therefore, it 
would take a higher percentage of the 
milk price to have the same advertising 
program, particularly if it included a 
significant amount of television 
advertising. An increase in the funding 
rate is warranted considering the 
increased costs for advertising that have 
occurred since the program was 
established under the Eastern Ohio- 
Western Pennsylvania order. 

The funding rate for the advertising 
and promotion program should be based 
on the uniform prices for the 12-month 
May through April period and should 
apply for the following July through June 
period as proposed by representatives of 
most of the Order 36 producers. 

Although one cooperative did propose 
that different time periods be utilized no 
persuasive reason was given to support 
this minority position. A spokesman for 
this cooperative stated that basing the 
funding rate on the uniform prices for 
the 12-month period ending September 
30 and applying this rate for the 
following calendar year, as proposed by 
his cooperative, would permit the 
market administrator to provide dairy 
farmers with two months' advance 
notice of any change in the assessment 
rate. This witness noted that the herein 
adopted dates would only permit one 
month's advance notice. He did not 
however, demonstrate that one month's 
advance notice was insufficient He also 
contended that a calendar year would 
be easier to understand than the herein 


adopted July through June funding 
eriod. No evidence was presented, 
owever. to demonstrate that producers 
would have difficulty understanding a 
July through June funding period. The 
witness also stated that the dates 
proposed in his cooperative's funding 
formula would provide a somewhat 
slower escalation of assessment rates 
during inflationary times. As previously 
noted, this witness as well as many 
others supported an increase in the 
assessment rate for the advertising and 
promotion program. He did not provide 
any persuasive reason as to why a rate 
of escalation of assessment rates 
somewhat slower than the herein 
adopted one is more desirable. In view 
of the substantial producer support in 
the market for the herein adopted 
funding formula, and in light of the 
voluntary nature of the program, it is 
reasonable that the formula adopted 
herein be incorporated into Order 36. 

Conforming changes have been made 
in the order to recognize that the current 
references in some sections to "uniform 
price plus 5 cents" will no longer be 
appropriate. In implementing the revised 
funding rate for the advertising and 
promotion program, the order has been 
modified so that the uniform price would 
be computed without deducting the 
amount of money to be withheld for 
such program. Thus, the current 
references to "uniform price plus 5 
cents" are changed to read "uniform 
price". 

2. Revision of administrative 
provisions of the advertising and 
promotion program. A dairy farmer who 
does not want to participate in the 
Order 36 advertising and promotion 
program should have to submit to the 
market administrator one request within 
the first 15 days of June to obtain a 
refund for the twelve-month period 
beginning with the following July. A 
refund request submitted within the first 
15 days of September, December or 
March would apply from the beginning 
of the next calendar quarter until June 
3a Also, the producer's deductions for 
advertising and promotion should be 
refunded by the market administrator on 
a monthly basis. 

Under the current provisions of the 
order, the advertising and promotion 
agency conducts its operations on a 
quarterly basis. Producers who 
participate in the program fund it for a 
calendar quarter. Those producers who 
do not want to participate in the 
program during a calendar quarter must 
submit a refund request to the market 
administrator during the first 15 days of 
the month preceding such quarter. The 
nonparticipating producers receive their 
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refunds from the market administrator 
shortly after the quarter during which 
such deductions are made* 

An Order 30 cooperative association 
proposed amendments that would allow 
a producer not wishing to participate in 
the advertising and promotion program 
to obtain a refund by filing a request 
with the market administrator during the 
first 15 days of any month. Unless 
rescinded by the producer, the refund 
request would apply from the first day 
of the month In which filed to the end of 
that calendar year. However, if a dairy 
fanner acquired producer status for the 
first time under Order 30 after the 15th 
day of the month, he would not be 
subject to the 15~day filing limit during 
the month. The cooperative also 
proposed that refunds be made by the 
market administrator on or before the 
20th day of the second month after the 
milk is delivered. At the hearing and in 
its brief, another Order 30 cooperative 
association endorsed these procedures. 

The proponent cooperative's witness 
stated that it was Congress' intention 
that producers not wishing to participate 
in the promotion program could get their 
money refunded without unnecessary 
impediments. He contended that the 
order's quarterly ask-out system was 
unnecessarily rigid and burdensome. 

The witness also stated that presently 
producers must wait up to three months 
beyond the order's specified payment 
dates for producer milk to receive their 
refund of advertising and promotion 
deductions. It was the proponent 
cooperative's position that the refund 
procedures should be made more 
prompt 

Two Order 30 cooperative 
associations and an independent 
producer opposed any change in the 
order's procedure for requesting refunds. 
A spokesman for one of these 
cooperatives contended that the 
experience over the last six years with 
the order's ask-out and refund 
procedures does not indicate that these 
procedures have placed any undue 
hardship on producers who want a 
refund. He favored the present quarterly 
ask-out system because it requires 
producers to make a value decision at 
least once every three months on 
whether they should support a program 
that a large majority of the producers in 
the market are supporting and funding. 
The witness noted that the order's 
provisions require the advertising and 
promotion agency to prepare and submit 
to the Secretary for approval, prior to 
each quarterly period, a budget showing 
the projected amounts to be collected 
during the quarter and how such funds 
are to be disbursed by the agency. The 


witness contended that the proposed 
amendments would make it more 
difficult for the agency to predict the 
level of funding and thus make 
budgeting harder. 

Proponent, on the other hand, 
maintained that its amendments would 
not significantly increase budgeting 
problems. In fact the cooperative 
claimed that over time these 
amendments would make participation 
in the program more stable and would 
therefore make it easier to estimate 
funding and plan a budget It also 
contended that monthly refunds would 
not generate any undue administrative 
costs because producers who do not 
want to participate in the progam should 
not have their funds withheld any longer 
than necessary. 

The order should be amended to allow 
a producer to request a refund during 
the first 15 days of June for the twelve- 
month period beginning with the 
following July. A refund request 
submitted within the first 15 days of 
September, December or March would 
apply from the beginning of the next 
calendar quarter until June 30. This 
order modification would simplify the 
procedure for requesting refund and 
decrease administrative costs. 

Producers would only have to submit 
and the market administrator would 
only have to process approximately one- 
fourth as many refund requests as is 
presently the case. 

Producers should not. as proposed by 
an Order 30 cooperative association, be 
allowed to obtain a refund for the 
remainder of the calendar year by filing 
a request with the market administrator 
during the first 15 days of any month. A 
refund request should apply for a July 
through June 12-month period rather 
than a calendar year so that it will be 
coordinated with the herein adopted 
assessment rate formula. In this way a 
producer could be assured that the 
assessment rate would not change 
during the period for which he was 
deciding whether or not to participate in 
theprogram. 

The refund request periods also 
should be limited to the first 15 days of 
the month preceding each calendar 
quarter, as is presently the case. 
Allowing producers to request refunds 
during any month for the rest of the 
calendar year would make it harder for 
the advertising and promotion acency to 
forecast its funding and plan its budgets, 
because producer participation could 
fluctuate after the budget had to be 
submitted to the Secretary for approval. 

A minor change should be made in the 
refund procedure with respect to new 
Order 30 producers. Presently, a dairy 
farmer who first acquires producer 


status under Order 36 after the 15th of 
December, March, June, or September 
and prior to the start of the next refund 
notification period may. upon 
application filed with the market 
administrator, be eligible for a refund on 
all marketings against which an 
assessment is withheld during such 
period and including the remainder of 
the calendar quarter involved. This 
should be changed to allow a new 
producer who submits a request by the 
end of the month after producer status is 
first acquired to be eligible for a refund 
on all marketings against which an 
assessment is withheld until the 
following June 30. If producer status is 
first acquired in June such producer 
should be eligible for a refund on all 
marketings during June and the 
following 12-month period. These 
changes will coordinate the procedure 
through which new Order 36 producers 
may request refunds with the refund 
procedure adopted herein for producers 
already on the Eastern Ohio-Western 
Pennsylvania market 

Compared to the present quarterly 
refunds, monthly refunds would 
increase administrative mailing costs. 
When the Order 36 advertising and 
promotion program was initiated, the 
cost of monthly refunds was high 
relative to its value to nonparticipating 
producers. Since then, however, monthly 
production per producer 1 and interest 
rates have increased significantly. 
Changing the rate of deduction to three- 
quarters of one percent of the producer 
pay price, as herein adopted, will 
substantially increase the amount of 
money to be refunded. For these 
reasons, monthly refunds are more 
valuable to non-participating producers 
than ever before and should be 
provided. 

3. Payments to producers and 
cooperative associations. The order 
should be amended to discontinue the 
channeling of handlers* payments to 
individual producers through the market 
administrator in the case of those 
handlers who pay on time. Handlers 
who are delinquent with respect to any 
payment obligation under the order 
should continue to be required to 
channel payments to Individual 
producers through the market 
administrator. Handlers* payments for 
milk received from a cooperative 
association in its capacity as a handler, 
or for milk received from producers for 
whom a cooperative association is 
collecting payment, should continue to 


‘Official notice is taken of Federal Order Market 
Statistic*, Annuel Summery for 1974. issued June 
197$, by the Dairy Division. Agricultural Marketing 
Service, Uik Department of Agriculture. 
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be channeled through the market 
administrator. Also, the order should 
provide that payments due the market 
administrator from a cooperative 
association as a handler may be offset 
by payments determined by the market 
administrator to be due the cooperative 
association. 

Under the present payment plan, 
handlers are subject to paying all order 
obligations for milk to the market 
administrator who. in turn, distributes 
such money, in terms of the uniform 
price, to producers, cooperative 
associations and handlers who are 
eligible to pay producers individually. 

The Greater Pittsburgh Dairy Industry 
Association and an Erie. Pennsylvania, 
handler proposed to eliminate the 
channeling of handler payments to 
producers and cooperatives through the 
market administrator unless the handler 
has been delinquent in making 
payments three times within a calendar 
year. A handler would be considered 
delinquent when he has not made in full 
any of the payments due to a producer, 
a cooperative association or the 
producer settlement fund by the dates 
specified in the order, except when the 
delinquency occurs inadvertently or 
unintentionally. A delinquent handler 
would channel his payments through the 
market administrator until the handler 
has met all prescribed payment 
obligations for three consecutive months 
or for a shorter period if the market 
administrator is satisfied that the 
handler is in compliance. 

The proposal would also set back the 
payment dates for both the partial and 
final payments to producers. For milk 
delivered to a handler by a producer 
during the first 15 days of the month, a 
partial payment would be made by the 
first day of the following month instead 
of on or before the last day of each 
month as presently provided in the 
order. The final payment for milk would 
be due by the 20th day after the end of 
each month instead of the present due 
date of the 18th day after the end of the 
month. 

In support of their proposed changes 
in the channeling of payments and die 
payment dates, proponent witnesses 
stated that the present payment plan, 
which has been in effect since October 
1,1978, has resulted in cash flow 
problems for handlers because they are 
required to make payments for milk to 
the market administrator by earlier 
dates than the dates they were paying 
producers under the terms of the order 
prior to October 1978. The October 1, 
1978, amendments provided that 
handlers channel their payments to 
producers through the market 


administrator two days in advance of 
the time producers were to be paid. 

Proponents contend that handlers 
who pay for milk by the dates specified 
in the order should not be burdened 
with the adverse impact on their cash 
flow that results from channeling their 
payments through the market 
administrator. Moreover, they state that 
their cash flow situation has been 
adversely affected since inflation and 
sharply higher interest rates have 
increased their costs of carrying 
accounts receivable. They state that 
their accounts receivable have tended to 
be outstanding for a longer average 
timespan than their accounts payable 
for milk. Thus, they contend that the 
payment dates for milk received from 
producers should be set back two days 
in addition to the elimination of 
channeling payments through the market 
administrator, to improve their cash 
flow situation. 

A handler who operates a regulated 
distributing plant located in 
Youngstown. Ohio, also proposed to 
eliminate the channeling of handler 
payments to producers and cooperatives 
through the market administrator, 
except that a handler who does not meet 
the payment dates specified in the order 
within six days would be required to 
channel his payments through the 
market administrator. 

The witness for this handler stated 
that the present order has built into it 
two to three days* delay in the time from 
payment by handlers until payment is 
made to producers or cooperative 
associations. He contended the order 
should be changed to eliminate this 
delay by providing direct payments from 
handlers to producers and cooperative 
associations. The handler also proposed 
that in the case of a handler who was 
more than six days late in making a 
required payment or up to six days late 
three times in a year, the handler would 
be considered delinquent and be 
required to channel his payments 
through the market administrator one 
day in advance of the date producers 
and cooperatives are to be paid for a 
three-month period. 

In support of its proposals this 
handler, like the other proponent 
handlers, pointed out that the 
amendments adopted October 1,1978, 
have adversely impacted on handlers* 
cash flow situation by imposing earlier 
dates by which handlers have had to 
make payment for milk receipts. The 
handler pointed out that such earlier 
payment dates were in part due to 
changing from a mail date basis to a 
receipt date basis with respect to 
payments to the market administrator. 


A handler who operates a regulated 
distributing plant located in Uniontown. 
Pennsylvania, filed a brief in support of 
the proposals by the Youngstown, Ohio, 
handler. This handler contends that the 
amendments made effective October 1, 
1978, are more burdensome to handlers 
than necessary to insure prompt 
payment for milk receipts. 

A number of interested parties in the 
market opposed the proposed changes in 
the channeling of payments for milk. At 
the hearing, a witness for the State of 
Ohio contended that the October 1,1978, 
amendments to the order were effective 
in correcting a serious late-payment 
problem in the market and urged that 
the amendments be retained in the 
order. A handler who operates a 
regulated distributing plant located in 
Canton. Ohio, filed a brief in opposition 
to the adoption of any change in the 
method of channeling payments to 
producers and cooperative associations. 
This handler contends that the proposed 
changes in the order would not be 
compatible with the neighboring Ohio 
Valley order, which has a payment 
arrangement that is similar to the 
present payment plan under the Eastern 
Ohio-Western Pennsylvania order. 

Cooperative associations in the 
market opposed the proposed 
amendment of the present payment 
plan, except that they support a 
provision that would provide that 
payments due the market administrator 
from a cooperative association in its 
capacity as a handler be offset by 
payments that are due to be paid the 
cooperative from the market 
administrator. 

Witnesses for two cooperative 
associations contended that the October 
1,1978, amendments corrected 
widespread delinquencies in payments 
by handlers to cooperatives in the 
market. They pointed out also that it 
would be much more difficult and 
burdensome on the cooperatives and the 
market administrator to provide 
verification of the date of payment if 
handlers were to revert back to paying 
cooperatives directly compared to 
channeling the payments through the 
market administrator. The cooperatives* 
spokesmen stated that the cooperatives 
prefer that they be paid by the market 
administrator. 

The cooperative association witnesses 
were also opposed to setting payment 
dates back as proposed by handler 
proponents. They pointed out that 
producers have cash flow problems as 
well as handlers and argued that 
handlers* cash flow problems should not 
be shifted to producers. A cooperative 
witness stated that for the most part 
milk is sold to consumers on a cash-and- 
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carTy basis within about a week from 
the time milk is delivered to handlers 
from producers. Thus, he maintained 
that there is no valid reason for 
producers to have to wait any longer 
than they now do to get paid for their 
milk. 

Two cooperative associations 
proposed, however, that the payment 
plan be modified to eliminate the 
channeling of certain cooperative 
association funds through the market 
administrator. The cooperative 
association witnesses stated that some 
cooperatives in the market are handlers 
with respect to milk diverted to nonpool 
plants. The cooperatives have a pool 
obligation at class prices for such milk 
and a pool credit due on such milk at the 
uniform price. They contended that in 
such situations, it serves no useful 
purpose to channel funds to the market 
administrator to the extent of the 
amount of funds due the cooperative 
associations from the market 
administrator. Thus, they propose that 
payments due the market administrator 
from a cooperative association handler 
be offset by payments determined by 
the market administrator to be due the 
cooperative association. 

Tnere was no opposition as such to 
this proposal. One handler 
representative, however, urged at the 
hearing and in his brief that any such 
treatment of cooperative associations as 
handlers should also be given to 
proprietary handlers. 

The record evidence indicates that the 
incidence of late payments by pool 
handlers to cooperative associations 
was a serious problem in this market 
prior to the October 1.1978, 
amendments to the order. Since the 
amendments became effective, the 
incidence of late payments has virtually 
cl sappeared. Data submitted into 
evidence by the market administrator's 
office demonstrate the change. For the 
33 months prior to October 1978, an 
a verage of only 23.8 percent of the 
amounts handlers owed to cooperatives 
were paid on time; and an average of 
35.5 percent of the amounts due were 
received more than five days late. For 
the nine months of October 1978 through 
June 1979, an average of 08.9 percent of 
the amount of handlers* payments for 
milk received from cooperatives were 
paid to the market administrator on 
time, and an average of only 0.5 percent 
of the amounts due were over five days 
late. 

The record evidence indicates that 
nonmember producers are generally 
being paid on time. Data submitted into 
evidence by the market administrator's 
office indicates that for the nine months, 
October 1978 through June 1979. an 


average of 28 handlers per month 
received milk from nonmember 
producers and an average of 26 handlers 
per month paid for their receipts of 
producer milk on time. During the nine 
month period, however, certain of the 
handlers who were delinquent in their 
payments went out of business. As of 
June 1979, there were only 28 handlers 
who received milk from nonmember 
producers and all but one paid for its 
producer milk on time. 

The present order provisions permit a 
nondelinquent handler who wishes to 
pay his nonmember producers directly 
to elect to have the market 
administrator return such money to the 
handler prior to the date producers are 
to be paid. To accommodate this, it was 
necessary to require that handlers make 
their payments to the market 
administrator two days ahead of the 
producer payment date. Very few 
handlers in the market have availed 
themselves of this payment practice. 

Under the terms of the order, handlers 
are permitted to advance money to 
nonmember producers on or before the 
date when payments for milk are to be 
channeled through the market 
administrator. Most of the handlers who 
receive milk from nonmember producers 
have made it a practice to pay the full 
amount of the payment due their 
individual producer suppliers directly to 
such producers on or before such 
payments would otherwise be due to be 
paid to the market administrator. For 
example, in June 1979, 23 of the 26 
handlers that received milk from 
nonmember producers paid such 
producers directly for the full value of 
their milk at the uniform price payable 
to producers. 

This payment practice has been 
followed by all of the handlers in the 
Pennsylvania segment of the market 
who are proponents of the proposal to 
eliminate the channeling of payments to 
individual producers through the market 
administrator, except for those handlers 
who are delinquent in making payments 
for milk. Such proponent handlers, by 
following this practice, have been 
paying their producers two days earlier 
than they were prior to the October 1, 
1978, amendments. Although such 
amendments did not change the dates 
that producers were to be paid, if the 
payments were channeled through the 
market administrator, they did require 
that handlers make such payments 
(except for any advance payments to 
producers) to the market administrator 
two days before the date producers 
were to be paid. 

In view of the above considerations, 
the proposals to eliminate the 
channeling of payments to nonmember 


producers through the market 
administrator, except for delinquent 
handlers, has merit, particularly if the 
date by which producers receive 
payment is not delayed. The record 
demonstrates that handlers prefer to pay 
their nonmember producers directly and 
have been making such payments on 
time. Adoption of the proposal without a 
change in the producer payment dates 
would eliminate the adverse impact on 
handlers' cash flow that the handler 
attributed to the October 1978 change in 
the method of making payments to 
nonmember producers, because it would 
no longer require payments in advance 
of the producer payment dates through 
the market administrator or directly to 
producers. 

The final payments directly to 
individual producers would be made on 
the 18th day after the end of the month. 
Partial payments for milk delivered the 
first fifteen days of the month would be 
made on the last day of the month. 

These are the same dates that were 
applicable prior to October 1,1978 and 
are also the payment dates under the 
present payment plan with respect to 
those payments channeled through the 
market administrator. 

The proposals with respect to 
delinquent handlers would provide 
essentially the same payment procedure 
that is required under the present terms 
of the order. Presently, a handler who 
the market administrator determines is 
or was delinquent in making any 
payment obligation under the order is 
required to channel his payments for 
producer milk through the market 
administrator and the market 
administrator is to pay such producers 
directly. One proposed modification 
would not require the channeling of 
payments through the market 
administrator until the handler was 
more than six days late in making a 
payment or up to six days late in making 
payments on three occasions in a 
calendar year. Another modification 
would permit three delinquencies in 
making payments per calendar year 
exclusive of any inadvertent or 
unintentional late payments. Proponents 
of such modifications contend that the 
present provision may be too 
burdensome on some handlers. 

The record does not demonstrate, 
however, that there has been any 
problem with the application of the 
present payment procedure for 
delinquent handlers. Both proponent 
witnesses testified, for example, that 
they had not paid late on any occasion 
during the nine-month period beginning 
with the adoption of the present 
provision in the order. Several 
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witnesses, moreover, opposed any 
change In this provision of the order. • 
Such witnesses pointed out that there 
would be no practical way of 
determining whether a late payment 
was inadvertent or unintentional and 
contended that such terminology in the 
order could possibly result in arbitrary 
application of the late-payment 
provision of the order. In these 
circumstances, it is concluded that the 
provision should not be modified 

The channeling of handlers’ payments 
through the market administrator for 
milk received from cooperative 
associations should not be changed 
under the order. The record 
demonstrates that the primary reason 
for adopting the present payment plan 
was because of a chronic problem of 
late payment for milk received from 
cooperative associations. The potential 
for such problem to recur still exists and 
would be more likely to happen if the 
channeling of payments to cooperatives 
through the market administrator were 
to be eliminated. Further, the record 
clearly demonstrates the effectiveness 
of the payment provisions in achieving 
on-time payments to cooperatives. 

Cooperative associations are handlers 
with respect to much of their member 
producer milk. As handlers, the 
cooperatives must meet the pooling 
standards provided in the order with 
respect to such milk. To meet the 
pooling standards, the cooperatives 
must obtain pool distributing plant 
outlets for certain proportions of the 
milk supplies of their member producers. 
Proprietary handlers operate most of the 
distributing plants tn the market. In 
these circumstances, cooperatives are 
placed in a position of having to deliver 
milk to proprietary handlers as a 
condition of sharing In the market’s 
higher-valued Class I milk proceeds. In 
turn, distributing plant operators are 
placed in a position of having an 
incentive to bargain with cooperatives 
for concessions with respect to the 
receipt of milk from the cooperatives. 
Without adequate safequards in the 
order, experience In the market has 
demonstrated that handlers can gain 
concessions in the form of paying late 
for milk received from cooperatives. The 
October 1978 amendments corrected this 
situation. 

It would be administratively difficult 
and burdensome on both cooperatives 
and the market administrator to verify 
that payments to cooperatives were 
made on time if handlers were to pay 
cooperatives directly rather than 
through the market administrator. 
Proponents recognized this problem and. 
accordingly, proposed that additional 


reporting burdens be placed on 
cooperatives in the event their proposals 
to pay cooperatives directly were 
adopted. By having payments channeled 
through the market administrator, it 
eliminates any problem for the market 
administrator or cooperatives with 
respect to verification of the date and 
amount of payments to cooperatives, 
including any problem with respect to 
the timely deposit of payments by 
cooperative associations. 

The payment procedure adopted 
October 1.1978, with respect to milk 
receipts from cooperatives did not 
impact adversely on the cash flow 
situation for handlers as was the case 
for milk received from nonxnember 
producers. Prior to October 1978, 
handlers were required to pay 
cooperatives for producer milk of 
members of a cooperative two days in 
advance of the date for making 
payments to nonmember producers. 

With respect to milk purchased from a 
cooperative that operated a pool plant, 
handlers were required to pay the 
cooperative the class use value of the 
milk on the 15th day after the end of the 
month, or one day in advance of the 
final payment for milk under the present 
terms of the order. 

Cooperative association witnesses 
stated that their associations prefer that 
they continue to receive payments 
through the market administrator. The 
witness for the Pittsburgh area 
proponents stated at the hearing that he 
would not object to channeling 
payments to cooperatives through the 
market administrator if the cooperatives 
preferred to be paid in such fashion. The 
Youngstown. Ohio, proponent indicated 
at the hearing that Ids primary concern 
was the improvement on the cash flow 
situation for his company that could 
result from paying cooperatives directly 
rather than through the market 
administrator. 

The schedule of payment dates can be 
modified to help alleviate handlers' cash 
flow problems without setting later 
payment dates to producers, including 
producers who are members of 
cooperative associations. Under the 
present payment plan, the market 
administrator has been following the 
practice of making payments to 
cooperatives and handlers by electronic 
transfer of funds from the market 
administrator’s bank account to the 
cooperative’s or handler's bank account. 
Such transfer of funds takes only a few 
minutes, since only a telephone call is 
required. In practice, however, the bank 
holding the market administrator's 
account requires that checks deposited 


to the account not be electronically 
transferred until the following day. 

In this circumstance, it is feasible to 
set a schedule of payment dates under 
the order whereby payments to the 
market administrator are to be made the 
day before payments from the market 
administrator are to be made. The date 
for payments to the market 
administrator can be the 17th day after 
the end of the month, rather than the 
16th day as now, with respect to final 
payments for milk. This would enable 
the market administrator to make 
equalization payments to handlers, 
payments to cooperatives, and 
payments to producers (in the case of 
delinquent handlers) on the 18th, which 
is the present date for final payments to 
producers. With respect to partial 
payments for milk delivered during first 
15 days of the month, payments directly 
to producers are due on or before the 
la9t day of the month. Thus, partial 
payments made through the market 
administrator could be on the day 
before the last day of the month. 

If such a payment schedule were 
adopted in conjunction with the 
elimination of channeling payments to 
nonmember producers through the 
market administrator, the order impact 
on the cash flow situation for handlers 
would revert back to what it was prior 
to the October 1978 amendments to the 
payment plan. Payments to nonmember 
producers would be made on the same 
dates and any equalization payments 
due the market administrator would be 
a day later than was the case prior to 
the amendments adopting the present 
payment plan. With respect to payments 
for milk received from cooperatives, 
handler payments at the class use value 
of such milk would be made to the 
market administrator on the 17th day 
after the end of the month as compared 
to being paid to the cooperative before 
the 1978 amendments on the 15th day 
after the end of the month. This two-day 
difference should adequately make up 
for the difference in use of the receipt 
date in the case of the payment to the 
market administrator compared to a 
mailing date of the 15th for payment to 
the cooperative before the present 
payment plan was adopted. Partial 
payments for producer milk received 
from members of cooperative 
associations would be due to be made 
by handlers one day later (on a receipt 
basis to the market administrator) than 
prior to the present plan (to the 
cooperative on a mail date basis). 

In light of the above considerations, it 
is concluded that the payment schedule, 
as outlined, should be adopted. It will 
adequately relieve handlers of any 
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adverse Impact on their cash flow 
situation that may be attributable to the 
adoption of the present payment plan. 

In this regard, the proposal to set back 
the payment dates to producers, either 
by changing the due date or by changing 
to the mail date in the case of payments 
to the market administrator, should not 
be adopted. With respect to proponents’ 
contention that later payment dates to 
producers and cooperatives should be 
made because of recent inflation and 
increased borrowing costs, this is not 
warranted. Producers and cooperatives 
are faced with cash flow problems as 
well as handlers. The record does not 
reveal any comparison between handler 
and producer cash flow situations. Thus, 
there is no basis on this record to make 
a finding that it would be appropriate to 
shift more of a cash flow burden on to 
producers as compared to handlers. 

The proposal to permit offsetting of 
payments from a cooperative to the 
market administrator with payments 
due the cooperative from the market 
administrator should be adopted. When 
the present payment plan was adopted, 
the cooperatives proposing this plan 
urged that cooperative association 
handlers be treated the same as 
proprietary handlers with respect to the 
channeling of payments through the 
market administrator. The order 
provisions now require that a 
cooperative association handler pay the 
market administrator the class use value 
of milk for which the cooperative is the 
handler (except for milk transferred to 
another pool handler). The market 
administrator, in turn, pays the 
cooperative an amount equal to the 
value of such milk at the uniform price 
payable to producers. 

Cooperative associations in the 
market are handlers with respect to 
member producer milk processed in 
their own pool plants or diverted to 
nonpool plants. The record reflects, for 
example, that one cooperative 
association operates a pool distributing 
plant, while another cooperative 
association diverts a large proportion of 
its member producer milk supplies to 
nonpool manufacturing plants. Such 
cooperative asssociations are entitled to 
receive the uniform price value of milk 
so handled and are obligated to the pool 
a t the class use value of such milk. In 
this circustance. it serves no useful 
purpose in the context of assuring timely 
payments for milk for the cooperative to 
pay the market administrator money 
that it is entitled to receive from the 
market administrator for payment to its 
member producers. 

4. Charges on overdue accounts . The 
order should provide that the late- 
payment charge on handler obligations 


that are overdue be extended in 
applicability to cover payments to 
individual producers and payments for 
marketing services that arise under the 
new payment procedure. Also, the order 
should provide that all late-payment 
charges shall be due to the 
administrative expense fund maintained 
by the market administrator. 

The order now provides that any 
overdue obligation of a handler to the 
market administrator be increased 1 
percent beginning on the first day after 
the due date of such obligation and on 
the same day of each succeeding month 
until such obligation is paid. Under the 
present payment plan in the order 
handler obligations for milk are 
channeled through the market 
administrator. Thus. In effect, there is a 
late-payment charge with respect to all 
handler obligations under the order. 

In conjunction with their proposals to 
eliminate the channeling of payments to 
producers and cooperative associations 
through the market administrator, 
proponent handlers proposed 
modification of the late-payment charge 
provisions of the order. Such proposals 
pertain to the method of calculating the 
late-payment charge, the accounts to be 
covered, and the accounts to which the 
charge is to accrue. 

The Greater Pittsburgh Dairy Industry 
Association and an Erie. Pennsylvania, 
handler proposed that a late-payment 
charge be made applicable to handler 
obligations directly to producers and 
cooperative associations in addition to 
obligations payable to the market 
administrator. Such proponents 
proposed that late-payment charges 
should accrue to the producers and 
cooperatives who were not paid on time. 
Additionally, at the hearing they 
proposed that the late-payment charge 
be prorated on a daily basis according 
to the number of days in the month that 
the payment was late. Such proponents 
also proposed that payment 
delinquencies that occur inadvertently 
or unintentionally should not be 
assessed a late-payment charge. 

A Youngstown, Ohio, handler 

roposed that any unpaid obligation of a 

andler be assessed a charge of .033 
percent per day during the first six days 
the obligation is overdue but not less 
than $100 nor more than $500 for the 
first day. On the 7th day after the due 
date a charge of 1.5 percent of the 
unpaid balance would be applicable and 
each month thereafter the charge would 
be 1.5 percent per month. This handler 
proposed also that the late-payment 
charge should accrue to the 
administrative expense fund maintained 
by the market administrator. 


Additional modifications of the 
present computation of the late-payment 
charge were suggested by two 
proprietary handlers in their written 
briefs on the record. Such handlers 
suggest a two-day grace period before a 
late-payment charge is applied. One 
handler urged that the charge be at the 
rate of .05 percent per day until 1 
percent is reached if the handler is not 
delinquent more than 3 times in a year, 
otherwise no grace period would apply. 
The other handler favored a minimum 
charge of $100 or the prime interest rate, 
whichever is greater. 

In support of their proposed changes 
in the computation of the charge on 
overdue accounts, proponents 
contended that the present provision is 
too severe and that recognition should 
be given to the relative lateness of an 
unpaid obligation. Proponents argued 
that under the present provision a 
handler who is one day overdue in 
meeting a payment obligation would 
have an incentive to wait 29 more days 
before paying such obligations, since no 
additional charge would be assessed In 
the interim. 

At the hearing cooperative 
associations generally opposed any 
changes in the payment provisions as 
proposed by handlers. One cooperative 
in its brief opposed changing the present 
provision on the basis that it has 
worked and no great amounts of late- 
payment charges have been applicable. 
The cooperative also expressed concern 
that any fixed amount of late-payment 
charge, such as $100 or $500, would 
discriminate against small-volume 
handlers. 

As previously indicated, evidence 
placed in the record by the market 
administrator’s office shows that the 
incidence of late payments by handlers 
in the market has essentially 
disappeared under the present payment 
plan. It should be recognized that under 
such plan handlers are obligated to the 
market administrator for the full value 
of their milk receipts from producers 
and cooperatives and are subject to the 
late-payment charge on such 
obligations. 

Under the amendments adopted 
herein, a handler that receives milk from 
nonmember producers will no longer be 
obligated to channel payments to 
producers through the market 
administrator, unless he is delinquent in 
meeting a payment obligation. Thus, it is 
appropriate to consider whether the 
application of the late-payment charge 
should be extended to payments made 
directly to producers. Similarly, the 
present payment plan provides that the 
market administrator withhold 
marketing service payments before 
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returning to handlers any payments to 
be made to nonmember producers. 
Under the payment plan adopted herein, 
handlers will be required to deduct 
marketing service charges in paying 
producers and remit such funds to the 
market administrator. Thus, it is also 
appropriate to consider the application 
of the late-payment charge to marketing 
service payment obligations of handlers. 

Application of late-payment charges 
on payments directly to producers and 
marketing service deductions owed to 
the market administrator will better 
effect uniform application of the order 
between those handlers receiving milk 
from individual producers and those 
receiving milk from cooperative 
associations. A handler who receives 
milk from a cooperative will continue to 
be subject to a late-payment charge on 
the full value of such milk. Thus, it will 
better effect uniform prices or “costs" of 
milk among handlers if the late-payment 
charge is made applicable to payments 
directly to producers and to the value of 
the marketing service deductions from 
producers. 

The present order terms with respect 
to delinquent handlers do not provide 
for any grace period nor any 
terminology as to whether a delinquency 
was unintentional or inadvertent The 
record, moreover, does not demonstrate 
any problem in this regard. If a grace 
period or other type of relaxation of the 
present terms of the order in this regard 
were adopted, it would obviously tend 
to detract from the effectiveness of the 
order in encouraging handlers to meet 
payment obligations by the dates 
specified In the order. Proponents' 
witnesses Indicated on the record that 
they have been able to meet their 
payment obligations on time for many 
consecutive months. Terminology such 
as unintentional and inadvertent in the 
order would be very difficult to 
administer since it would require the 
market administrator to determine 
handlers' intentions. Several witnesses 
opposed the adoption of such 
tenninology on the basis that it would 
not be administerable. Under these 
circumstances such proposed 
modifications should not be adopted. 

The proposals to apply the late- 
payment charge on a daily rate basis 
should not be adopted. If late-payment 
charges were treated on a money market 
basis, the order would merely represent 
a banking service for handlers who 
desire to use order obligations as a 
source of borrowed funds. 

This is not the intended purpose of the 
late-payment charge. Rather, it is a 
charge on the overdue account which is 
sufficiently large that it will induce 
handlers to pay their obligations under 


the order on time. Experience under the 
order has not demonstrated that a 
handler who is late in meeting a 
payment would tend to wait nearly until 
the next morning charge Is to be 
assessed. On the contrary, handlers who 
have missed payment obligations have 
tended to pay within 5 days. Moreover, 
proponent witnesses contended that 
producers and cooperatives should, and 
probably would, discontinue delivering 
milk to a handler who was more than a 
few days delinquent in making 
payments for milk. 

If late-payment charges were to 
include fixed minimum amounts, such as 
$100, or fixed maximum amounts, such 
as $500. for the first day as proposed by 
certain handlers, it would tend to 
discriminate against small-volume 
handlers. Accordingly, such type of 
provisions should not be adopted. 

The proposal to provide that the late- 
payment charges accrue to the 
administrative expense fund maintained 
by the market administrator should be 
adopted. Proponent supported this 
proposal on the basis that handlers that 
are prompt in meeting payment 
obligations are, in effect, being assessed 
for expenses incurred by the market 
administrator in getting compliance on 
the part of delinquent handlers. In 
addition, proponent contended that in 
the case of late-payments to a producer 
there would be an incentive on the part 
of the producer to continue delivery of 
milk to the delinquent handlers because 
of a belief that he would be reimbursed 
for the delay. 

In the case of delinquent handlers, 
money is spent by the market 
administrator in determining the amount 
of the late-payment charges and in 
collecting such payments or inducing 
noncomplying handlers to pay on time. 
The money for expenditures of this type, 
of course, comes from the administrative 
assessment fund. Thus, the competitors 
of the noncomplying handlers who pay 
assessments to this fund are bearing the 
administrative costs of dealing with the 
delinquent handlers. Therefore, it is 
reasonable that the late-payment 
charges assessed on noncomplying 
handlers be used to help defray these 
administrative costs. 

As an inducement to make payments 
to producers on time, it is appropriate 
that the charge on overdue accounts 
payable to producers accrue to the 
administrative assessment fund. As 
stated by proponent, if the late-payment 
charge were to be added to the amount 
owed by handlers to producers, it would 
likely result in such producers being less 
concerned whether they are paid on 
time. Thus, it could be 
counterproductive to the purpose sought 


to be achieved by the late-payment 
charge. Moreover, if a charge of 1 
percent were made with respect to a 
payment that was only a few days late, 
it would represent a significantly higher 
value than the cost of money borrowed 
from commercial sources for such short 
time span. Thus, producers would be 
placed in a position where they would 
prefer to be paid several days late and 
get the late-payment charge. Further, the 
late-payment charge is to be an 
inducement to meet the payment date in 
the order. As such the charge should 
accrue to the market administrator who 
is charged with the responsibility of 
administering the payment transaction. 

Rulings on Proposed Findings and 
Conclusions 

Briefs and proposed findings and 
conclusions were filed on behalf of 
certain interested parties. These briefs, 
proposed findings and conclusions and 
the evidence in the record were 
considered in making the findings and 
conclusions set forth above. To the 
extent that the suggested findings and 
conclusions filed by interested parties 
are inconsistent with the findings and 
conclusions set forth herein, the 
requests to make such findings or reach 
such conclusions are denied for the 
reasons previously stated in this 
decision. 

General Findings 

The findings and determinations 
hereinafter set forth are supplementary 
and in addition to the findings and 
determinations previously made in 
connection with the issuance of the 
aforesaid order and of the previously 
issued amendments thereto; and all of 
said previous findings and 
determinations are hereby ratified and 
affirmed, except insofar as such findings 
and determinations may be in conflict 
with the findings and determinations set 
forth herein. 

(a) The tentative marketing agreement 
and the order, as hereby proposed to be 
amended, and all of the terms and 
conditions thereof, will tend to 
effectuate the declared policy of the Act: 

(b) The parity prices of milk as 
determined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of 
feeds, and other economic conditions 
which affect market supply and demand 
for milk in the marketing area, and the 
minimum prices specified in the 
tentative marketing agreement and the 
order, as hereby proposed to be 
amended, are such prices 88 will reflect 
the aforesaid factors, insure a sufficient 
quantity of pure and wholesome milk, 
and be in the public interest; and 
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(c) The tentative marketing agreement 
and the order, as hereby proposed to be 
amended, will regulate the handling of 
milk in the same manner as, and will be 
applicable only to persons in the 
respective classes of industrial and 
commercial activity specified in, a 
marketing agreement upon which a 
hearing has been held. 

Recommended Marketing Agreement 
and Order Amending the Order 

The recommended marketing 
agreement is not included in this 
decision because the regulatory 
provisions thereof would be the same as 
those contained in the order, as hereby 
proposed to be amended. The following 
order amending the order, as amended, 
regulating the handling of milk in the 
Eastern Ohio-Western Pennsylvania 
marketing area is recommended as the 
detailed and appropriate means by 
which the foregoing conclusions may be 
carried out: 

1. In S 1036.31 the introductory text of 
paragraph (a) is revised to read as 

follows: 

{1036.31 Payroll reports. 

(a) On or before the 18th day after the 
end of each month, each handler who 
pays producers pursuant to 8 1036.73(a) 
shall report to the market administrator 
the following information with respect 
to the handler's partial and final 
payments for producer milk received 
during such month: 

• • • • • 

2. In $ 1036.32 the introductory text of 
paragraph (a) and the introductory text 
of paragraph (c) are revised to read as 

follows: 

§ 1036.32 Other reports. 

(a) On or before the 22nd day of each 
month each delinquent handler pursuant 
to } 1036.73(c) shall report to the market 
administrator the following information 
With respect to its receipts of milk 
during the first 15 days of the month: 

• • • • • 

(c) On or before the 8th day after the 
end of each month, each delinquent 
handler (pursuant to 8 1038.73(c)). shall 
report to the market administrator the 
following information with respect to 
receipt of milk during such month. 

• • • • • 

3. Section 1036.61 is revised to read as 

follows: 

5 1036.61 Computation of uniform price 
(including weighted average price). 

For each month the market 
administrator shall compute a uniform 
price per hundredweight of milk of 3.5 
percent butterfat content received from 
producers as follows: 


(a) Combine into one total the values 
computed pursuant to $ 1036.60 for all 
handlers who Hied the reporls 
prescribed by 8 1036.30 for the month 
and who were not in default of 
payments to the market administrator 
pursuant to 8 1036.71 for the preceding 
month; 

(b) Deduct the amount of the plus 
location adjustments and add the 
amount of the minus location 
adjustments which are applicable 
pursuant to 8 1036.75; 

(c) Add an amount equal to one-half 
of the unobligated balance in the 
producer settlement fund: 

(d) Divide the resulting amount by the 
sum of the following for all handlers 
included in these computations; 

(1) The total hundredweight of 
producer milk; and 

(2) The total hundredweight for which 
a value is computed pursuant to 

8 1036.60(e); 

(e) Subtract not less than 4 cents nor 
more than 5 cents per hundredweight. 
The result shall be the "weighted 
average price". 

(f) For the months of January through 
March and August, subtract from the 
weighted average price computed in 
paragraph (e) of this section the 
withholding rate for the Advertising and 
Promotion program as computed in 

8 1036.121(e). The result shall be the 
'"uniform price" for the applicable 
month. 

(g) For the months specified in 
paragraphs (h) and (i) of this section, 
subtract from the amount resulting from 
the computations pursuant to 
paragraphs (a) through (c) of this section 
an amount computed by multiplying the 
hundredweight of milk specified in 
paragraph (a)(2) of this section by the 
weighted average price; 

(h) From the remaining amount in 
paragraph (g) of this section subtract for 
each of the months of April through July 
the amount obtained by multiplying the 
hundredweight of producer milk 
specified in paragraph (d)(1) of this 
section by a rate that is equal to 6 
percent of the average basic formula 
price (computed to the nearest cent) for 
the preceding calendar year but not to 
exceed 25 cents; 

(i) To the remaining amount in 
paragraph (g) of this section add for 
each of the months of September. 
October and November one-fourth of the 
total amount subtracted pursuant to 
paragraph (h) of this section and add for 
the month of December the remainder of 
such total amount plus any interest 
earned on such total amount; 

(j) Divide the resulting sum by the 
hundredweight of producer milk 
included in these computations; 


(k) Subtract the withholding rate for 
the Advertising and Promotion program 
as computed in 8 1036.121(e); and 

(l) Subtract not less than 4 cents nor 
more than 5 cents per hundredweight. 
The result shall be the "uniform price" 
for milk received from producers for the 
applicable month. 

4. In 8 1036.70 paragraph (a) is revised 
to read as follows: 

8 1036.70 Producer-settlement fund. 

(a) The market administrator shall 
establish and maintain a separate fund 
known as the "Producer-settlement 
fund." into which he shall deposit the 
payments made by handlers pursuant 
8 8 1036.71.1036.70 and 1036.77 and from 
which he shall make all payments 
pursuant to 88 1036.72.1036.73 and 
1036.77. 

• • • • • 

5. In 8 1036,71 paragraphs (a), (b), (c). 
and (d) are revised to read as follows: 

8 1036.71 Payments to the market 
administrator. 

(a) Subject to paragraph (d) of this 
section, each handler operating a pool 
plant shall pay to the market 
administrator on or before the day prior 
to the last day of each month an amount 
determined by multiplying the Class III 

rice for the preceding month (adjusted 
y the butterfat differential, if the 
handler so elects) by the following 
receipts during the first 15 days of such 
month: 

(1) Producer milk from producers 
whose payments are authorized to be 
collected by a cooperative association: 

(2) Bulk fluid milk products by 
transfer or diversion from a pool plant 
operated by a cooperative association, 
and 

(3) Milk from a cooperative 
association in its capacity as a handler 
pursuant to 8 1036.9(c) that also 
operates a pool plant. 

(b) Subject to paragraph (d) of this 
section, each handler shall pay to the 
market administrator on or before the 
17th day after the end of each month an 
amount equal to such handler’s value of 
milk for such month determined 
pursuant to 8 1036.60(a) as adjusted by 
the butterfat differential specified in 

6 1036.74 and pursuant to 8 1036.60(b) 
through (e), less: 

(1) Payments made by the handler 
pursuant to paragraph (a) of this section 
for such month: 

(2) Payments to be made pursuant to 
8 1036.73(a) and (c) for producer milk 
received during such month: and 

(3) The value at the weighted average 
price applicable at the location of the 
plants from which received with respect 
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to other source milk for which a value Is 
computed pursuant to 5 1036.60(e). 

(c) Subject to paragraph (d) of this 
section, each handler operating a pool 
plant who receives bulk fluid milk 
products by transfer or diversion from a 
pool plant operated by a cooperative 
asssociation, or who receives milk from 
a cooperative association in its capacity 
as a handler pursuant to S 1036.9(c) that 
also operates a pool plant shall pay to 
the market administrator, on or before 
the 17th day after the end of each 
month, an amount determined by 
multiplying the quantity of such receipts 
during the month that was classified in 
each class pursuant to $ 1036.42 by the 
applicable class price, as adjusted by 
the butterfat differential specified in 

§ 1036.74, tess any payment made by the 
handler pursuant to paragraph (a)(2) and 

(3) of this section for such month. For 
the purpose of such computation, the 
applicable Class I price shall be the 
Class I price applicable at the 
transferee-plant. 

(d) The following conditions shall 
apply with respect to the payments 
prescribed in paragraphs (a), (b) and (c) 
of this section. 

(1) Payments to the market 
administrator shall be deemed not to 
have been made until such payments 
have been received by the market 
administrator; 

(2) If the date by which payments 
must be received by the market 
administrator falls on a Saturday or 
Sunday or any day that is a national 
holiday, payments shall not be due until 
the next day on which the market 
administrator's office is open for public 
business; and 

(3) Payments due the market 
administrator from a cooperative 
association handler may be offset by 
payments determined by the market 
administrator to be due the cooperative 
association pursuant to $ 1036.73(b). 

• • • • • 

0. Add a new $ 1036.72 to read as 
follows; 

5 1036.72 Payments from tt»a producer* 
settlement fund. 

Subject to § 1036.73(c). on or before 
the 18th day after the end of each 
month, the market administrator shall 
pay to each handler the amount, if any, 
by which the net pool obligation 
pursuant to § 1036.60 for such handler is 
less than the value at the uniform price, 
as adjusted pursuant to § 1036.75 of such 
handler's receipts of producer milk. 

7. In § 1036.73 paragraphs (a) through 
(d) and revised to read as follows: 


§ 1036.73 Payments to producers and to 
cooperative associations. 

(a) Subject to paragraphs (c) through 
(f) of this section, each handier shall 
make payment to each producer (whose 
payments are not authorized to be 
collected by a cooperative association) 
as follows: 

(1) On or before the last day of the 
month, to each producer who has not 
discontinued delivery of milk to such 
handler, not less than the amount 
determined by multiplying the pounds of 
producer milk received from such 
producer during the first 15 days of the 
month by the Class III price for the 
preceding month, less proper deductions 
authorized by the producer, and 

(2) On or before the 18th day after the 
end of the month, to each producer not 
less than the amount determined by 
multiplying the pounds of producer milk 
received from such producer during the 
month by the uniform price as adjusted 
pursuant to SS 1036.74 and 1036.75, less 
the following amounts: 

(i) The payment made pursuant to 
paragraph (a) (1) of this section for such 
month; 

(ii) Proper deductions authorized by 
the producer, 

(iii) Any marketing service deduction 
pursuant to § 1036.86; and 

(iv) If before such date the handler 
has not received full payment from the 
market administrator pursuant to 

§ 1036.72 for such month, he may reduce 
pro rata his payments to producers by 
not more than the amount of such 
underpayment Payment to producers 
shall be completed thereafter not later 
than the date for making payments 
pursuant to this section following the 
date on which the remaining payment is 
received from the market administrator. 

(b) Subject to paragraph (e) and (f) of 
this section, the market administrator 
shall pay to each cooperative 
association: 

(1) On or before the last day of each 
month for milk for which payment 
pursuant to § 1036.71(a) has been 
received by the market administrator, 
and 

(2) On or before the 18th day after the 
end of each month for milk for which 
payment is received by the market 
administrator pursuant to §1036.71. 

Such payment shall be at the applicable 
uniform price for the month, subject to 
the following adjustments: 

(i) Any applicable adjustments 
pursuant to SS 1036.74 and 1036.75; and 

(ii) Less the payments made pursuant 
to paragraph (b) (1) of this section. 

(c) Any handler who the market 
administrator determines is or was 
delinquent with respect to any payment 
obligation under this order shall not be 


eligible to make payments directly to 
producers for its receipts of producer 
milk pursuant to paragraph (a) of this 
section. Any such payments due 
producers (except any amount due 
pursuant to S 1036.72) shall be made to 
the market administrator on or before 
the day prior to the dates specified in 
paragraph (a) of this section. The market 
administrator shall, in turn, pay such 
producers the amounts so received from 
the handler plus any amounts due such 
producers pursuant to § 1036.72. This 
payment arrangement shall be followed 
until the handler has met all prescribed 
payment obligations for three 
consecutive months. 

(d) In making payments to producers 
pursuant to paragraphs (a) and (c) of 
this section each producer shall be 
furnished the following information. 

(1) The identity of the handler and the 
producer and the month to which the 
payment applies. 

(2) The total pounds and. with respect 
to final payments, the average butterfat 
content of the milk for which payment is 
being made; 

(3) The minimum rate of payment 
required by the order and the rate of 
payment used if such rate is other than 
the applicable minimum rate; 

(4) The amount and nature of any 
deductions from the amount otherwise 
due the producer and 

(5) The net amount of payment to the 
producer. 

• • • • * 

§1036.76 [Amended) 

8. In { 1036.76(b)(4) the words "plus 5 
cents" are deleted. 

9. Section 1036.78 is revised to read a9 
follows: 

§ 1036.78 Chargee on overdue accounts. 

Any unpaid obligation of a handler 
pursuant to §{ 1036.71.1038.73,1036.76. 
1036.77.1036.85. and 1036.86 shall be 
increased 1 percent beginning on the 
first day after the due date of such 
obligation and on the same day of each 
succeeding month until such obligation 
is paid. All such charges on overdue 
accounts shall be paid to the 
administrative assessment fund 
maintained by the market administrator. 

§ 1036.05 (Amended] 

10. In the introductory text of 

§ 1036.85 the term "18th" is changed to 
"17th". 

11. Section 1038.88 is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 1036.86 Deductions for marketing 
services. 

(a) Except as set forth in paragraphs 
(b) and (c) of this section, each handler 
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or the market administrator in making 
payments to producers pursuant to 
{ 1036.73 (a) and (c) shall deduct 5 cents 
per hundredweight, or such lesser 
amount as the Secretary may prescribe, 
with respect to milk of such producer 
(except a handler's own-farm 
production) and shall pay such 
deductions to the market administrator 
not later than the 17th day after the end 
of the month. Such money shall be used 
by the market administrator to verify or 
establish weights, samples, and tests of 
producer milk and to provide producers 
with market information. The services 
shall be performed by the market 
administrator or an agent engaged by 
and responsible to him. 

(b) In the case of producers for whom 
a cooperative association is actually 
performing the services set forth in 
paragraph (a) of this section and for 
whom the cooperative is not authorized 
to collect payment for milk, each 
handler shall make in lieu of the 
deductions specified in paragraph (a) of 
this section, such deductions as are 
authorized by such producers, and, on or 
before the 18th day after the end of each 
month, pay over such deductions to the 
association rendering such services. 

(c) In the case of producers for whom 
a cooperative association is not 
performing the services set forth in 
paragraph (a) but for whom the 
cooperative association is collecting 
payment for milk pursuant to 

§ 1036.73(b) the market administrator 
shall make the deduction and perform 
the services specified in paragraph (a) of 
this section. 

12. In § 1036.120 paragraphs (b). (c) 
and (d) are revised to read as follows: 

f 1036.120 Procedure for requesting 

refunds. 

• • • • « 

(b) Except as provided in paragraph 
(c) of this section, the request shall be 
submitted within the first 15 days of 
June. September, December, or March 
for milk to be marketed from the first of 
the immediately following month 
through the following June 30th. 

(c) A dairy farmer who first acquires 
producer status under this part may, 
upon application filed with the market 
administrator pursuant to paragraph (a) 
of this section by the end of the month 
immediately following the month in 
which producer status is acquired, be 
eligible for refund on all marketings 
against which an assessment is withheld 
for the period through the following June 
30th and if producer status is first 
acquired In June such producer shall be 
eligible for a refund on all marketings 
during June and the following 12 month 
period. Eligibility for refund under this 


paragraph shall not apply to a person 
who was a producer under a Federal 
order under which the same refund 
notification period applied and such 
person did not appropriately submit a 
refund application during such period. 

(d) A producer who has appropriately 
filed request for refund of advertising 
and promotion program assessments on 
his marketings of milk under another 
Federal order shall be eligible (on the 
basis of his request filed under the other 
order) for refund with respect to his 
producer milk under this order against 
which an assessment is withheld until 
the opportunity exists for such producer 
to request a refund pursuant to 
paragraph (b) of this section. 

13. In { 1036.121 the introductory text 
of paragraph (b) and paragraph (b)(2) 
and (3) are revised and new paragraphs 

(e) and (f) are added to read as follows: 

{ 1036.121 Duties of ths market 
administrator. 

• • • • # 

(b) Set aside into an advertising and 
promotion fund, separately accounted 
for, an amount equal to the withholding 
rate for the month as set forth in 
paragraph (e) of this section times the 
amount of producer milk included in the 
uniform price computation for such 
month. The amount set aside shall be 
disbursed as follows: 

• • • • • 

(2) Refund to producers the amounts 
of mandatory checkoff for advertising 
and promotion programs required under 
authority of State law applicable to such 
producers, but not In amounts that 
exceed the rate per hundredweight 
determined pursuant to paragraph (e) of 
this section on the volume of milk 
pooled by any such producer for which 
deductions were made pursuant to this 
paragraph. 

(3) After the end of each month, make 
a refund to each producer who made 
application for such refund pursuant to 
S 1036.120. Such refund shall be 
computed by multiplying the rate 
specified in paragraph (e) of this section 
tiroes the hundredweight of such 
producer's milk pooled for which 
deductions were made pursuant to this 
paragraph for such month, less the 
amount of any refund otherwise made to 
the producer pursuant to paragraph 
(b)(2) of this section. 

• • • • • 

(e) As soon as possible after April of 
each year, compute the rate of 
withholding by multiplying the simple 
average of the uniform prices for the 12- 
month period ending April 30 by 0.0075 
and rounding to the nearest whole cent 
This rate shall apply during the 12- 


month period beginning with July of the 
current year. 

(f) As soon as possible after the rate 
of withholding is computed, notify in 
writing each producer currently on the 
market and any new producer that 
subsequently enters the market of the 
withholding rate. This notification shall 
be repeated annually thereafter only if 
there is any change in the rate from the 
previous period. 

Note.—This recommended derision has 
been reviewed under USDA criteria 
established to implement Executive Order 
12044. “Improving Government Regulations.** 
A determination has been made that this 
derision should not be classified “significant** 
under those criteria. This decision constitutes 
the Department's Draft Impact Analysis 
Statement for this proceeding. 

Signed at Washington. D.G, on March 14. 
1980. 

William T. Manley, 

Deputy Administrator, Marketing Program 
Operations. 

PTl Doc 80-4S31 FUed S-1S-S& 14) ««] 

BILLING CODE 3410-42-JC 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

10 CFR Part 20 

Standards for Protection Against 
Radiation; Advance Notice of 
Proposed Rulemaking 

agency: Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 

action: Advance Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking; Request for Public 
Comment 

summary: The Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. (NRC) is considering a 
major revision to 10 CFR Part 20 of its 
regulations. The primary purpose of the 
revision is to bring NRC radiation 
protection standards into accord with 
developments in radiation protection 
that have occurred since promulgation 
of Part 20 in its present form in the late 
1950's. In a preliminary review of this 
matter, the NRC staff has identified a 
number of areas in which Part 20 might 
be improved. Before proceeding further 
with specific structural and substantive 
proposed changes, the NRC is seeking 
public comment. Of particular Interest 
are public views on the areas so far 
identified by the staff as well as 
suggestions for further improvements 
and suggestions for alternative 
approaches for effecting needed 
improvements. 

dates: Comment period expires June 18. 
1980. 

addresses: Written comments or 
suggestions should be submitted to the 
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Secretary of the Commission. U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Washington. D.C. 20555. Attention: 
Docketing and Service Branch. Copies of 
comments received may be examined at 
the Commission’s Public Document 
Room at 1717 H Street, N.W- 
Washington. D.C 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 

Robert A. Purple, Assistant Director, 
Radiological Health & Safeguards 
Standards, Office of Standards 
Development, Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555 
(Phone—(301) 445-5855). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The NRC 
radiation protection standards were 
developed in the late 1950*8. Since that 
time there have been a substantial 
number of revisions, some of them to 
bring the regulation into accord with 
recommendations of various scientific 
advisory organizations, but none of 
them affecting the basic structure or 
fundamental approach to radiation 
protection embodied in the original 
publication. With the passage of time 
there has been an increase in the 
sophistication of the general approach to 
radiation protection, there have been 
several legislative actions that affect the 
federal approach to radiation protection, 
and there have been additional 
information and recommendations on 
radiation protection from national and 
international bodies (e.g., United 
Nations Scientific Committee on the 
Effects of Atomic Radiation. National 
Council on Radiation Protection and 
Measurements and the International 
Commission on Radiological Protection). 
In addition, there has been a growing 
public interest in and concern about the 
potential health effects of low-level 
ionizing radiation. In August 1979, the 
Secretary of Health, Education and 
Welfare sent to the President a report of 
an Interagency Task Force on the Health 
Effects of Ionizing Radiation. This 
report, among other things, made 
recommendations for reducing radiation 
exposures and recommended the 
establishment of a Federal Radiation 
Policy Council responsible for 
formulating broad radiation protection 
policy. The President has approved 
these recommendations. As part of its 
participation in this Task Force effort, 
the NRC recognized the desirability of 
reexamining the adequacy of its existing 
radiation protection standards. 

For these reasons, the NRC is 
initiating a rulemaking proceeding for 
the purpose of modernizing its radiation 
protection standards. It is expected that 
this rulemaking proceeding will be 
complex and controversial To provide 
for the earliest possible public 


participation in the development of 
proposed revisions, the NRC is seeking 
public comment and suggestions at this 
early stage in the process. In requesting 
public comments, the NRC recognizes 
that the EPA has responsibility for 
establishing Federal Radiation Guidance 
and generally applicable standards for 
the protection of the environment from 
radiation and radioactive materials, and 
is aware that EPA is actively developing 
new guidance and standards that would 
affect the provisions on NRCs radiation 
protection regulations which are derived 
from EPA guidance and standards. 
During the consideration of revisions to 
its radiation protection standards. NRC 
plans to work closely with the EPA to 
help ensure compatibility with 
forthcoming EPA guidance. One of the 
goals in revising the NRC radiation 
protection standards is to structure them 
in a way that will facilitate compliance 
with future radiation protection 
guidance issued by the EPA. 

As a separate matter, the Commission 
is considering petitions that have 
recommended the lowering of numerical 
limits for individual doses. As part of 
the consideration of those petitions, it is 
anticipated that public hearings on the 
new EPA federal guidance for 
occupational exposures will be 
conducted jointly by EPA. NRC and 
OSHA in the near future (see 44 FR 
53785, September 17,1979) and 
numerical occupational dose limiting 
standards will be an issue covered at 
those hearings. If. as a result of the EPA 
guidance, revised numerical standards 
for NRC licensees are indicated, they 
will be promulgated. 

In the above context public comments 
on the absolute numerical limits that 
should be established in the radiation 
protection standards for nuclear 
workers and the public are not solicited 
as part of this notice. However, public 
comments are requested on the 
appropriateness of the specific items 
listed for individual doses and on the 
completeness of areas identified for 
further improvement by the NRC staff. 

Function of Radiation Protection 
Standards 

To aid in developing the framework 
on which to structure the new radiation 
protection regulations, it is helpful to 
have a general statement of the 
desirable characteristics of or objectives 
to be met by the new standards. To that 
end, the NRC staff has developed the 
following statement of purpose for NRC 
radiation protection standards: 

Purpose: The NRC standards for protection 
against radiation should identify specific 
quantifiable and procedural requirements, 
and their bases, that will provide adequate 


protection of the health and safety of 
workers. Individual members of the public, 
and the population In general. NRC standards 
should be consistent with the applicable 
Federal radiation protection guidance and 
include consideration of the work of 
recognized National and International 
advisory organizations. The standards should 
be structured in s manner that is easily 
understood and can be readily revised to 
accommodate legislative and technical 
changes as necessary. To ensure compliance, 
implementation of the standards should be 
amenable to verification by the Commission*! 
inspection programs. The regulation should 
be readily inspectsble and enforceable so 
that timely end effective enforcement actions 
can be taken whenever the standards are 
violated 

The list of essential elements of the 
radiation protection standards which 
follows was developed with these 
objectives in mind. 

Essential Elements of the Radiation 
Protection Standards 

The NRC staff has tentatively 
identified what it considers to be the 
essential elements that should be 
contained in the NRC radiation 
protection regulations. The list of items 
follows: 

a. Radiological Protection Principles. 

These should include: 

Identification of basic assumptions 

used for radiation protection purposes, 
such as: (1) there is within the range of 
exposure conditions usually 
encountered in radiation work, a linear 
relationship without threshold between 
dose and probability of stochastic effect: 
and (2) the severity of each type of 
stochastic effect is independent of dose. 

Identifications of the basic radiation 
protection principles which are derived 
from the assumptions, such as: 

(1) No practice or operation involving 
exposures to radiation should be 
adopted unless its introduction produces 
a positive net benefit: 

(2) All exposures shall be kept as low 
as reasonable achievable, economic and 
social factors being taken into account, 
and 

(3) The dose equivalent to individuals 
shall not exceed the limits selected for 
the appropriate circumstances. 

(4) Persons occupationally exposed to 
radiation should be informed of the 
potential risk of that exposure. 

b. Standards for Individual 
Occupational Exposures. 

These should include: 

(1) Numerical dose limits (internal 
external and in combination) for 
specific time periods. 

(2) Consideration of special provisions 
for limiting exposures of susceptible 
groups (e.g., embryo/fetus, women in 
general fertile women and minors). 
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applicable laws being taken into 
account 

(3) Controls for transient workers, 
contract workers, and “moonlighters’*. 

(4) Derived standards, e g., maximum 
permissible concentration (MFC), 
surfact contamination in restricted 
areas, annual limits of intakes (ALI). 

(5) Provisions for planned special 
exposures and overexposure situations. 

(6) Provisions for emergency 
exposures. 

c. Standards for Exposures of the 
General Public 

These should include: 

(1) Numerical dose limits (internal, 
external and in combination) for 
specific time periods including 
consideration of special population 
groups. 

(2) Effluent release limits including 
ALARA (as low as reasonably 
achievable) numerical guides and 
consideration of special population 

groups. 

(3) Derived standards, taking into 
account major exposure modes and 
pathways, e.g^ MPC air. MPC water, 
milk chain. Ail. etc 

(4) Siting considerations, including 
special population groups for licensed 
facilities and activities other than LWR 
power stations. 

(5) Emergency dose limits reflecting 
Federal guidelines. 

(6) Limits of contamination for the 
release of material for unrestricted use. 

(7) Limits for burial of radioactive 
waste in other than licensed burial 
grounds (Le., 10 CFR Part 20. 20.304). 

(8) Limits of contamination, in terms 
of concentration and total activity, for 
disposal of materia) as non-radioactive 
waste* 

d. Requirements fora Radiation 
Protection Program 

These should include: 

(1) Training requirements 

(2) Management audits and controls 

(3) Designation and marking of 
radiation areas 

(4) ALARA program requirements 
including guidance on lifetime 
occumulative doses 

(5) Access controls, including alarms 

(6) Personnel dosimetry requirements, 
(for both internal and external 
exposures) including performance 
standards for health physics 
measurements 

(7) On-site radiation and 
contamination measurements 
(instruments, performance standards, 
etc.) 

(8) Environmental radiation 
monitoring (off-site) 

(9) Procedures for transportation of 
radioactive material 


(10) Procedures for responding to 
emergency situations 

(11) Procedures for radiation 
protection 

(12) Procedures for managing 
overexposures 

(13) Procedures for radioactive waste 
disposal. 

e. Record Keeping Requirements 

These should include: 

(1) Individual doses (internal and 
external) and bases for estimates 

(2) Identity and quantity of 
radioactive materials released to the 
environment 

(3) Survey and monitoring results 

(4) Disposal of licensed material 

(5) Receipt, transfer, and inventory of 
radioactive material 

f. Reporting Requirements 

These should include: 

(1) Routine reports of occupational 
doses (including both internal and 
external exposures) 

(2) Overexposure reports 

(3) Reports of effluents released to the 
environment 

(4) Reports of theft or loss of 
radioactive material 

(5) Notification of incidents. 

Areas In Part 20 That Need 
Improvement 

Based partly on the NRC staffs views 
on the necessary elements of a revised 
Part 20 as presented above, and also on 
a critical examination of the present 
Part 20, the following list of areas where 
Part 20 could be improved has been 
identified. It would be the intent of the 
staff to ensure that these areas are 
resolved in a proposed revision to Part 
20 . 

a. Radiological Protection Principles 

(1) The underlying radiation 
protection principles adopted by NRC 
should be presented in terms 
understandable to laymen. 

(2) The ALARA principle and 
requirements for both effluents and 
occupational exposures should be 
strengthened. Quantitative occupational 
ALARA guidelines should be 
established wherever possible for NRC 
licensed facilities. Collective doses 
should be addressed. 

b. Standards for Individual 
Occupational Exposure 

(1) Consideration should be given to 
adopting the ICRP recommendations on 
the use of “effective dose equivalents'* 
and dose limitations for combined 
internal and external exposures. Present 
part 20 does not preclude radiation 
exposure as high as a total of 17 rem of 
combined internal and external dose to 
the whole body in a single year, Le., 5 
rem internal plus (3 rem per qtr. X 4 qtr. 
=0 12 rem external doses. 


(2) Derived limits for concentrations in 
air and water should be “updated** or 
replaced by annual limits for intake. 

(3) Standards applicable to emergency 
or overexposure situations should be 
presented. 

(4) Special provisions to limit 
collective doses should be considered. 

(5) Special provisions for limiting 
exposures of susceptible groups (e.g. 
embryo/fetus, women in general, fertile 
women and minors) should be 
considered, under applicable law. 

(6) Controls for “moonlighters*', 
contract workers, and transient workers 
should be strengthened. 

c. Standards for Exposure of the 
General Public 

(1) Additional consideration should be 
given to exposure pathways to man 
other than by air and water intake. 

(2) Derived limits for concentrations in 
air and water should be ''updated'* or 
replaced by annual limits for intake. 

(3) Special provisions for limiting 
exposures of susceptible groups (e.g. 
embryo/fetus, women in general, fertile 
women and minors) should be 
considered, under applicable laws. 

(4) Standards for licensee action 
applicable to emergency or 
overexposure situations should be 
presented. 

(5) Standards for environmental 
monitoring for either routine or accident 
conditions should be presented. 

d. Requirements for a Radiation 
Protection Program 

(1) The basic elements of an 
acceptable radiation protection program 
should be presented. 

e. Reporting Requirements 

(1) Reporting of routine internal 
exposures should be required. 

(2) Reporting of the rupture or failure 
of sealed radiation sources. 

f. Miscellaneous 

(1) The adoption of SI (Systeme 
Internationale) units with related 
conversion formulas should be 
considered (for example, radiation 
doses in units of grays and sieverts and 
activity in units of becquerels). 

(2) Performance standards (accuracy 
and reliability) for health physics 
measurements should be presented. 

(3) The technical bases for numerical 
limits should be readily identifiable. 

It must be emphasized that the items 
listed above do not represent decisions 
or commitments. Rather, as stated 
previously, they are the result of a 
preliminary review by the NRC staff and 
are published at this time to solicit 
views of interested persons not only on 
the appropriateness of the specific items 
listed but also to facilitate identification 
of further Improvements or revisions to 
Part 20 not yet identified by the staff. 
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(Sec. 161b, Pub. L 83-703.68 Slat. 948 (42 
U.S.C. 2201(b)); Sec. 201 at amended. Pub. L 

93- 438. 88 Stat. 1242 as amended by Pub. L 

94- 79, 89 Slat. 413 (42 U.S.G 5841)). 

Dated at Betheada. Maryland, this 7th day 
of March 1980. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
William ). Dirck*. 

Acting Executi ve Director for Operations. 

[FR Doc S04381 PiWd S-l»-flOt S4S am) 

8 IUJNQ COOC 75*0-01-* 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
13CFR Part 121 

Revision to Method Establishing Size 
Standards and Definitions of Small 
Business; Correction 

agency: Small Business Administration. 
action: Advance Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking—Correction. 

summary: On March 10,1980, there 
appeared in the Federal Register (Vol. 

45, No. 48) a proposal to amend the SBA 
size standards. In $ 121.2, on page 1545a 
middle column, under the heading Major 
Group 78—Motion Pictures, the 
proposed size standard for SIC-7819, 
Services Allied to Motion Picture 
Production , was erroneously printed as 
5 employees. The proposal is corrected 
to read 50 employees. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Kaleel G Skeirik, (202) 653-6373. 

Dated: March 11.1980. 

Oleta F. Waugh, 

Federal Register Liaison Officer. 

(FR Doc Piled >-19-80 S45 an) 

01 LONG COOC a02S~01'« 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 

14CFR Part 39 

(Docket No. 80-WE-8-AD) 

Airworthiness Directives; McDonnell 
Douglas Model DC-10 Series Airplanes 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) DOT. 
action: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 

summary: This notice proposes to adopt 
an airworthiness directive (AD) that 
would require modification of the ramp 
assembly on certain Air Cruisers 
Company evacuation systems installed 
on McDonnell Douglas Model DC-10 
Series Airplanes. The AD is prompted 
by reports of three instances of 
overwing slide/raft improper 
deployment which could result in 


unavailability of that element of the 
evacuation system. 

dates: Comments must be received on 
or before May 26,1980. 
addresses: Send comments on the 
proposal to: Department of 
Transportation, Federal Aviation 
Administration, Western Region, 
Attention: Regional Counsel. 
Airworthiness Rule Docket. P.O. Box 
92007. Worldway Postal Center, Los 
Angeles, California 90009. 

The applicable service information 
may be obtained from: Air Cruisers 
Company, Post Office Box 180, Belmar, 
New Jersey 07719. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Jerry Presba, Executive Secretary, 
Airworthiness Directive Review Board. 
Federal Aviation Administration. 
Western Region, P.O. Box 92007, World 
Way Postal Center, Los Angeles. 
California. 90009. (213) 536-6351. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Interested persons are invited to 
participate in the making of the 
proposed rule by submitting such 
written data, views, or arguments as 
they may desire. Interested persons are 
also invited to comment on the 
economic, environmental and energy 
impact that might result because of 
adoption of the proposed rule. 
Communications should identify the 
regulatory docket number and be 
submitted in duplicate to the address 
specified above. All communications 
received on or before the closing date 
for comments will be considered by the 
Administrator before taking action on 
the proposed rule. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in light of comments received. All 
comments submitted will be available, 
both before and after the dosing date 
for comments, in the Rules Docket for 
examination by interested persons. A 
report summarizing each FAA-public 
contact concerned with the substance 
of the proposed AD, will be filed in the 
Rules Docket. 

During production test deployments of 
Air Cruisers Company slide/raft 
evacuation systems installed at the No. 

3 door on the McDonnell Douglas Model 
DC-10 aircraft three units deployed 
improperly over the leading edge of the 
wing between the engine nacelle and the 
fuselage, rendering the escape device 
unusable. Upon investigation it was 
determined that the mWacking was 
due to a delay in the separation of the 
velcro tracking restraint device which is 
designed to provide proper tracking of 
the ramp along the wing surface. It was 
further determined that the force 
required to disengage the velcro can 
vary depending upon the degree of 


engagement between the mating hook 
and pile panels of the device. To 
establish a consistent breakaway force 
for the tracking device and thus assure 
proper tracking of the ramp during 
deployment of the evacuation system, a 
new tracking device has been developed 
which utilizes a frangible link assembly 
which separates consistently at a 
predetermined force within a tighter 
tolerance range than the velcro 
configuration. 

Since this condition is likely to exist 
or develop on other aircraft of the same 
type design the proposed AD would 
require modification of the tracking 
restraint device on the affected 
evacuation systems on McDonnell 
Douglas DC-10 Series Airplanes. 

Proposed Amendment 

Accordingly, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR 3913) by adding the 
following new Airworthiness Directive: 

McDonnell Douglas: Applies to McDonnell 
Douglas Model DC-10-10, -10F, 

-3a -30F and -40 Series Airplanes 
certificated in all categories utilizing Air 
Cruisers Part No. 24D30051 series 
passenger evacuation systems with the 
following serial numbers: 

Left Hand Door. Air Cruisers Company P/N 
24D30051 series, all serial numbers prior to 
S/N 1531. except 1508,1510,1511,1515. 
1519.1521,1523 and 1525. 

Right Hand Door: Air Cruisers Company P/N 
24D3005 series, all serial numbers prior to 
S/N 163a except 1605, 1611, 1613,1615, 
1619,1621. and 1623. 

Compliance required within next eighteen 
(18) calendar months after the effective date 
of this AD. unless already accomplished 
To prevent improper deployment of ihs Air 
Cruisers Company emergency evacuation 
system due to delay In separation of the 
velcro tracking restraint device, accomplish 
the following: * 

a. Modify the affected evacuation system 
assemblies in accordance with Part 2, 
Accomplishment Instructions, of Air Cruisers 
Company Service Bulletin No. 25-75 dated 
January 3a 1980. 

b. Special (light permits may be issued in 
accordance with FAR 21.197 and 21.199 to 
operate airplanes to a base for the 
accomplishment of modifications required by 
this AD. 

c. Alternative modifications or other 
actions which provide an equivalent level of 
safety may be used when approved by the 
Chief. Aircraft Engineering Division, FAA 
Western Region. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601.003, Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 
1423); sec. 6(c) Department of Transportation 
Act (49 U.S.G 1655 (c)); 14 CFR 11.85) 

Note.—The Federal Aviation 
Administration has determined that this 
document Involves the proposed regulation 
which is not considered to be significant 















Federal Register / VoL 45. No. 58 / Thursday. March 20. 1980 / Proposed Rules 


18027 


under Executive Order 12044 as implemented 
by DOT Regulatory Policies and Procedures 
(44 FR11034; February 28,1979). In addition, 
the impact is so minimal tbat this action does 
not warrant preparation of a regulatory 
evaluation. 

Issued in Los Angeles. Calif- on March 8. 

i98a 

W. R. Frehse. 

Acting Director. FAA Western Region. 

IF* Doc flO-dUl Med 5-lt-Mt *45 *m) 
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14CFR Part 71 

[Airspace Docket No. 80-WA-5) 

Alteration to Federal Airway 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
action: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 

summary: This notice proposes to 
amend Part 71 of th e Federal Aviation 
Regulation (14 CFR Part 71) to suspend 
Federal Airway V-83 within the Talon 
Military Operations Area (MOA) during 
the time that the MOA is activated by 
NOT AM. Suspension of airways within 
MOAs facilitates military training which 
is not compatible with the existence of 
an airway and permits more efficient 
joint military and civil use of the 
navigable airspace. 

dates: Comments must be received on 
or before April 4, I960. 
addresses: Send comments on the 
proposal in triplicate to: Director, FAA 
Southwestern Region. Attention: Chief. 
Air Traffic Division. Docket No. 80- 
WA-5. Federal Aviation Administration. 
P.O. Box 1689, Fort Worth. Tex. 76101. 

The official docket may be examined 
at the following location: FAA Office of 
the Chief Counsel. Rules Docket (AGC- 
24). Room 916, 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW.. Washington, D.C. 20591. 

An informal docket may be examined 
at the office of the Regional Air Traffic 
Division. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 

George O. Hussey. Airspace Regulations 
Branch (AAT-230). Airspace and Air 
Traffic Rules Division. Air Traffic 
Service. Federal Aviation 
Administration. 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW„ Washington, D.C 20591; 
telephone: (202) 428-3715. 
supplementary information: 

Comments Invited 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rulemaking by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket 
number and be submitted in triplicate to 
ne Director, Southwest Region, 


Attention: Chief, Air Traffic Division, 
Federal Aviation Administration, P.O. 
Box 1689, Fort Worth. Tex. 76101. All 
communications received on or before 
April 4,1980 will be considered before 
action is taken on the proposed 
amendment The proposal contained in 
this notice may be changed in the light 
of comments received. All comments 
submitted will be available, both before 
and after the closing date for comments, 
in the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested persons. 

Availability of NPRM 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration. Office of 
Public Affairs. Attention: Public 
Information Center. APA-430,000 
Independence Avenue. SW„ 
Washington. D.C 20591, or by calling 
(202) 428-8058. Communications must 
identify the docket number of this 
NPRM. Persons interested in being 
placed on a mailing list for future 
NPRMs should also request a copy of 
Advisory Circular No. 11-2 which 
describes the application procedures. 

The Proposal 

The FAA is considering an 
amendment to Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) 
that would amend V-83 to suspend that 
portion of the airway 12,000 feet MSL 
and above from 7 miles northwest of 
Carlsbad VORTAC to 19 miles 
southeast of Roswell VORTAC during 
the time that the Talon MOA is 
activated by NOT AM. Time of operation 
for the Talon MOA is normally from 
sunrise to sunset. Monday through 
Friday, and intermittent at other times. 
Military training within an MOA is not 
compatible with the existence of an 
airway. Suspension of airways within 
MOAs does not prevent direct or radar 
vector routing through the area and 
permits efficient joint military and civil 
use of the affected airspace. Section 
71.123 of Part 71 was republished in the 
Federal Register on January 2.1980 (45 
FR 307). 

The Proposed Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me. the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend 
$ 71.123 of Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) as 
republished (45 FR 307) as follows: 

In Section 71.123, under V-83; add ‘That 
portion of the airway 12400 feet MSL and 
above from 7 miles (Lat. 32 # 22'06"N.. Long. 
104l5*5rW.) northwest of Carlsbad 
VORTAC to 19 miles (Lat 33 , 021>I‘'N- Long. 
104*30'32”W.) southeast of Roswell VORTAC 


is suspended during the time that the Talon 
MOA Is activated by NOT AM." 

(Sees. 307(e) and 313(a), Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958 (49 U&C. 1348(a) and 1354(a)); Sec. 
8(c). Department of Transportation Act (49 
U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.65.) 

Note. —The FAA has determined that this 
document involves a proposed regulation 
which is not significant under Executive 
Order 12044. as Implemented by DOT 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 FR 
11034; February 20.1979). Since this 
regulatory action involves an established 
body of technical requirements for which 
frequent and routine amendments are 
necessary to keep them operationally current 
and promote safe flight operations, the 
anticipated impact is so minimal that this 
action does not warrant preparation of a 
regulatory evaluation and a comment period 
of less than 45 days is appropriate. 

Issued in Washington, D.C. on March 14, 
1980. 

B. Keith Potts, 

Acting Chief, Airspace and Air Traffic Rules 
Division. 

[FK Doc 10-4554 FU*d S-IS-SOt 6 45 *m) 

BtUJNQ COO€ 4f 10-15-44 


14 CFR Part 71 

(Airspace Docket No. 80-CE-5) 

Transition Area; Imperial, Nebr., 
Proposed Designation 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
action: Notice of Proposed Rule Making 
(NPRM)._ 

summary: This Notice proposes to 
designate a 700-foot transition area at 
imperial Nebraska, to provide 
controlled airspace for aircraft 
executing a new instrument approach 
procedure to the Imperial Nebraska 
Municipal Airport, which is based on a 
Non-directional Radio Beacon (NDB) 
being installed on the airport by the 
State of Nebraska. 

dates: Comments must be received on 
or before April 26.1980. 

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 
proposal to; Federal Aviation 
Administration, Chief, Operations, 
Procedures and Airspace Branch, Air 
Traffic Division. ACE-53a 601 East 12th 
Street. Kansas City. Missouri 64106, 
Telephone (816) 374-3408. 

The official docket may be examined 
at the Office of the Regional Counsel 
Central Region, Federal Aviation 
Administration, Room 1558,601 East 
12th Street, Kansas City, Missouri. 

An informal docket may be examined 
at the Office of the Chief, Operations, 
Procedures and Airspace Branch. Air 
Traffic Division. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
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Benny J. Kirk. Airspace Specialist, 
Operations, Procedures, and Airspace 
Branch. Air Traffic Division, ACE-538, 
FAA, Central Region, 601 East 12th 
Street, Kansas City. Missouri 64106, 
Telephone (816) 374-3408. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Comments Invited 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting a 
such written data, views or arguments 
os they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket 
number, and be submitted in duplicate 
to the Operations, Procedures and 
Airspace Branch. Air Traffic Division, 
Federal Aviation Administration. 601 
East 12th Street. Kansas City, Missouri 
64106. All communications received on 
or before April 28,1980 will be 
considered before action is taken on the 
proposed amendment. The proposal 
contained in this Notice may be changed 
in light of the comments received. All 
comments received will be available 
both before and after the closing date 
for comments in the Rules Docket for 
examination by interested persons. 

Availability of NPRM 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
NPRM by submitting a request to the 
Federal Aviation Administration. 
Operations. Procedures and Airspace 
Branch, 601 East 12th Street, Kansas 
City, Missouri 64100 or by calling (816) 
374-3408. Communications must identify 
the notice number of this NPRM. 

Persons interested in being placed on a 
mailing list for further NPRMs should 
also request a copy of Advisory Circular 
No. 11-2 which describes the application 
procedure. 

The Proposal 

The FAA is considering an 
amendment to Subpart G, Section 71.181 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 
CFR Section 71.181) by designating a 
700-foot transition area at Imperial, 
Nebraska. To enhance airport usage by 
providing instrument approach 
capability to the Imperial, Nebraska 
Municipal Airport, the State of 
Nebraska is installing an NDB on the 
airport. This radio facility provides new 
navigational guidance for aircraft 
utilizing the airport. The establishment 
of a new instrument approach procedure 
based on this navigational aid entails 
designation of a transition area at 
Imperial, Nebraska, at and above 700 
feet above ground level (AGl.) within 
which aircraft are provided air traffic 
control service. The intended effect of 
this action is to ensure segregation of 
aircraft using the approach procedure 
under Instrument Flight Rules (IFR) and 


other aircraft operating under Visual 
Flight Rules (VFR). 

Accordingly. Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend 
Subpart G, § 71.181 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 71.181) as 
republished on January 2,1980 (45 FR 
445) by adding the following new 
transition area: 

Imperial, Nebraska 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a seven (7) mile 
radius of the Imperial Municipal Airport. 
Imperial. Nebraska (latitude 40*30'35"N. 
longitude 101 *37*11 "Wk within three (3) miles 
each aide of the 133* bearing from the 
Imperial NDB (latitude 40*30*32"N, longitude 
101 *37*43"W) extending from the seven (7) 
mile radius area to eight (8) miles southeast 
of the NDB. 

(Sec. 307(a). Federal Aviation Act of 1958 as 
amended (49 U.S.C. 1348): Sec. 6(c), 
Department of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 
1655(c)): Sec. 11.85 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR 11.65)) 

Note/—The FAA has determined that this 
document involves a proposed regulation 
which la not significant under Executive 
Order 12044. as implemented by DOT 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 FR 
11034; February 28.1979). Since this 
regulatory action involves an established 
body of technical requirements for which 
frequent and routine amendments are 
necessary to keep them operationally current 
and promote safe Bight operations, the 
anticipated impact is so mimimal that this 
action does not warrant preparation of a 
regulatory evaluation. 

Issued in Kansas City. Missouri, on March 
11,1980. 

Paul J. Baker. 

Director, Central Region. 

(Fit Doc ae-atu Fifed s-isau »| 

BIUJMQ COOC 


14 CFR Part 71 
I Airspace Docket No. 80-NE-8J 

Alteration of VOR Federal Airways; 
Boston, Mass. 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
action: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 

summary: This notice proposes to alter 
several VOR federal airways in the 
vicinity of Boston, Mass. This action 
would reduce aircraft noise associated 
with arrival and departure traffic for 
Logan International Airport These 
airway alterations would also reduce 
controller workload. 
dates: Comments must be received on 
or before April 21,1980. 
aodresses: Send comments on the 
proposal in triplicate to: Director. FAA 
New England Region, Attention: Chief, 


Air Traffic Division. Docket No. 80-NE- 
8, Federal Aviation Administration, 12 
New England Executive Park, 
Burlington, Mass. 01803. The official 
docket may be examined at the office of 
the Regional Air Traffic Division. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 
Lewis W. Still, Airspace Regulations 
Branch (AAT-230), Airspace and Air 
Traffic Rules Division, Air Traffic 
Service. Federal Aviation 
Administration, 800 Independence 
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20591; 
telephone: (202) 426-8525. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Comments Invited 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rulemaking by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket 
number and be submitted in triplicate to 
the Director. New England Region, 
Attention: Chief, Air Traffic Division. 
Federal Aviation Administration, 12 
New England Executive Park, 
Burlington, Mass. 01803. All 
communications received on or before 
April 21,1980, will be considered before 
action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. The proposal contained in 
this notice may be changed in the light 
of comments received. All comments 
submitted will be available, both before 
and after the closing date for comments, 
in the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested persons. 

Availability of NPRM 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Office of 
Public Affairs. Attention: Public 
Information Center, APA-430. 800 
Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20591, or by calling 
(202) 426-8058. Communications must 
identify the docket number of this 
NPRM. Persons interested in being 
placed on a mailing list for future 
NPRMs should also request a copy of 
Advisory Circular No. 11-2 which 
describes the application procedures. 

The Proposal 

The FAA is considering an 
amendment to Subpart C of Part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 
CFR Part 71) that would alter VOR 
federal airways V-167, V-205 and V-431 
in the vicinity of Boston, Mass. These 
airway alterations are a result of special 
noise abatement arrival/departure 
routes for Logan International Airport, 
Boston. Mass. The route changes would 
reduce controller workload by 
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designating airways in areas where 
aircraft are normally vectored and 
would also improve flight planning. 

ICAO Considerations 

As part of this proposal relates to the 
navigable airspace outside the United 
States, this notice is submitted in 
consonance with the International Civil 
Aviation Organization (ICAO) 
International Standards and 
Recommended Practices. 

Applicability of International 
Standards and Recommended Practices 
by the Air Traffic Service. FAA. in areas 
outside domestic airspace of the United 
States is governed by Article 12 of and 
Annex 11 to the Convention on 
International Civil Aviation, which 
pertains to the establishment of air 
navigational facilities and services 
necessary to promoting the safe, orderly, 
and expeditious flow of civil air traffic. 
Their purpose is to insure that dvil 
flying on international air routes is 
carried out under uniform conditions 
designed to improve the safety and 
efficiency of air operations. 

The International Standards and 
Recommended Practices in Annex 11 
apply in those parts of the airspace 
under the jurisdiction of a contracting 
state, derived from ICAO, wherein air 
traffic services are provided and also 
whenever a contracting state accepts 
the responsibility of providing air traffic 
services over high seas or in airspace of 
undetermined sovereignty. A contracting 
state accepting such responsibility may 
apply the International Standards and 
R* commended Practices to dvil aircraft 
in a manner consistent with the adopted 
for airspace under its domestic 
jurisdiction. 

In accordance with Article 3 of the 
Convention on International Civil 
Aviation, Chicago. 1944, state aircraft 
are exempt from the provisions of 
Annex 11 and its Standards and 
Recommended Practices. As a 
contracting state, the United States 
agreed by Article 3(d) that its state 
aircraft will be operated in international 
airspace with due regard for the safety 
of civil aircraft 

Since this action involves, in part, the 
designation of navigable airspace 
outside the United States, the 
Administrator has consulted with the 
Secretary of State and the Secretary of 
Defense in accordance with the 
provisions of Executive Order 10854. 

1 he Proposed Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend 
5 71.123 of Part 71 of the Federal 


Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) as 
republished (45 FR 307) as follows: 

Under V-167: "Hyannls. The airspace below 
2.000 feet MSL outside the United States is 
excluded** is deleted, end "Hyaimls; INT 
360*T(015*M) and Kennebank. Maine, 
161"T(178*M) radial*: to Kennebunk. The 
airspace outside the United States below 
2.000 feet MSL including the portion within 
Warning Area W-1Q3. is excluded.'* Is 
substituted therefor. 

Under V-205: "to Boston-" Is deleted and 
“Boston; INT Boston O00*T(Oei*M) and 
Pease. N.H., 137*T(153) radial*; to Pease. 
The airspace outside the United States 
below 2.000 feet MSL including the portion 
within Warning Area W-1Q3, is excluded." 
is substituted therefor. 

Under V-431: is rewritten to read as follows: 
“From Hyannis. Moss., via INT Hyannis 
343* and Boston. Mass.. 006* redials; 

Boston: INT Boston 015* and Gardner. 
Mass., 097* redials; Gardner. Keene. N. H 4 
Glens Falls. N.Y.; to INT Glena Falls 286* 
and Albany, N.Y.. 350* redials. The 
airspace outside the United States below 
2.000 feet MSL is excluded" 

(Sec*. 307(a), 313(a). and Ilia Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a), 
1354(a), and 1510); Executive Order 10854 (24 
FR 9565); Sec. 0(c). Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14 
CFR 11.85) 

Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
document involves a proposed regulation 
which is not significant under Executive 
Order 12044, as implemented by DOT 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 FR 
11034; February 28,1979). Since this 
regulatory action involves an established 
body of technical requirements for which 
frequent and routine amendments are 
necessary to keep them operationally current 
and promote safe (light operations, the 
anticipated impact ii so minimal that this 
action does not warrant preparation of a 
regulatory evaluation and a comment period 
of less than 45 days is appropriate. 

Issued In Washington, D.C.. on March 12, 
1900. 

B. Keith Potts, 

Acting Chief. Airspace and Air Traffic Rules 
Division . 

(Fa Doc. CEMUS) Filed S-l*40t MS an) 
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14 CFR Part 71 

[Aire pace Docket No, 80-ASW-81 

Proposed Alteration of Transition 
Area; Ponca City, Okla. 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
action: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 

summary: The nature of the action 
being taken is to propose alteration of 
the transition area at Ponca City, 
Oklahoma. The intended effect of the 
proposed action is to provide additional 
controlled airspace for aircraft departing 


the Ponca City Municipal Airport. The 
circumstance which created a need for 
the action is that a review of the current 
transition area revealed the controlled 
airspace is not properly described and 
inadequate for the protection of aircraft 
departing the airport. Airspace for the 
protection of aircraft executing two new 
proposed instrument approaches is 
currently adequate. 

dates: Comments must be received on 
or before April 21,1980. 
addresses: Send comments on the 
proposal to: Chief. Airspace and 
Procedures Branch, Air Traffic Division, 
Southwest Region. Federal Aviation 
Administration. P.O. Box 1889, Fort 
Worth, Texas 78101. 

The official docket may be examined 
at the following location: Office of the 
Regional Counsel Southwest Region. 
Federal Aviation Administration. 4400 
Blue Mound Road. Fort Worth, Texas. 

An informal docket may be examined 
at the Office of the Chief, Airspace and 
Procedures Branch. Air Traffic Division. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Manuel R. HugonnetL Airspace and 
Procedures Branch, ASW-536, Air 
Traffic Division. Southwest Region. 
Federal Aviation Administration. P.O. 
Box 1689, Fort Worth, Texas 78101; 
telephone; (817) 624-4911. extension 302. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Subpart 
G 71.181 (45 FR 445) of FAR part 71 
contains the description of transition 
areas designated to provide controlled 
airspace for the benefit of aircraft 
conducting Instrument Flight Rules (IFR) 
activity. Alteration of the transition area 
at Ponca City, Oklahoma, will 
necessitate an amendment to this 
subpart 

Comments Invited 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views, or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications 
should be submitted in triplicate to 
Chief, Airspace and Procedures Branch, 
Air Traffic Division. Southwest Region, 
Federal Aviation Administration. P.O. 
Box 1689, Fort Worth, Texas 78101. AU 
communications received within 30 days 
after publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register will be considered 
before action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. No public hearing is 
contemplated at this time, but 
arrangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Administration 
officials may be made by contacting the 
Chief. Airspace and Procedures Branch. 
Any data, views, or arguments 
presented during such conferences must 
also be submitted in writing in 
accordance with this notice in order to 
become part of the record for 
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consideration. The proposal contained 
in this notice may be changed in the 
light of comments received. AH 
comments submitted will be available, 
both before and after the closing date 
for comments, in the Rules Docket for 
examination by interested persons. 

Availability of NPRM 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Chief. 
Airspace and Procedures Branch. Air 
Traffic Division. Southwest Region. 
Federal Aviation Administration. P.O. 
Box 1689, Fort Worth, Texas 76101, or by 
calling (817) 624-4911, extension 302. 
Communications must identify the 
notice number of this NPRM. Persons 
interest in being placed on a mailing list 
for future NPRMs should contact the 
office listed above. 

The Proposal 

The FAA is considering an 
amendment to subpart G of part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 
CFR Part 71) to alter the transition area 
at Ponca City. Oklahoma. The FAA 
believes this action will enhance IFR 
operations at the Ponca City Municipal 
Airport by providing controlled airspace 
for aircraft executing instrument 
approach procedures to and departing 
from the airport. Subpart G of Part 71 
was republished in the Federal Register 
on January 2.1980 (45 FR 445). 

The Proposed Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me. the FAA proposes to 
amend 71.181 of Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 71) as 
republished (45 FR 445) by altering the 
* Ponca City. Oklahoma, transition area 
by deleting: 

"* * * Within a 6-mile radius of the Ponca 
City Municipal Airport (Latitude 30'43’4r r N„ 
Longitude 97'0S*57"W.), and 2 miles each side 
of the Pioneer, Oklahoma. VORTAC 297* 
radial extending from the 6-mile radius area 
to 6 miles NW of the VORTAC, and within 
1.5 miles each side of the 180 s bearing from 
the Ponca City LOM. extending from the 6- 
mile radius area to the LOM • • •*• 

and substituting therefor. 

* * Within a 6.5 mile radius of the 
Ponca City Municipal Airport (Latitude 
36*43'50"N.. Longitude 97 , 05 50"W.). and 
within 2 miles each side of the Pioneer, 
Oklahoma. VORTAC 297* radial, extending 
from the 6.5-mile radius area to 8 miles NW 
of the VORTAC and within 1.5 miles each 
side of the 180* bearing from the Ponca City 
LOM. extending from the 6.5-mile radius area 
to the LOM. 

(Sec. 307(a). Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 
U.S.C 1348(o)): and Sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c))) 


Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
document involves a proposed regulation 
which is not significant under Executive 
Order 12044. as implemented by DOT 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 FR 
11054; February 26.1979). Since this 
regulatory action Involves an established 
body of technical requirements for which 
frequent and routine amendments are 
necessary to keep them operationally current 
and promote safe flight operations, the 
anticipated impact is so minimal that this 
action does not warrant preparation of a 
regulatory evaluation and a comment period 
of less than 45 days is appropriate. 

Issued in Fort Worth. Texas on March 7. 
1980. 

F. E. Whitfield, 

Acting Director, Southwest Region. 

pit Doc FlWd J-lt-OO: it43 *m) 
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DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Office of the Secretary 

24 CFR Part 510 

(Docket No.R-60-781) 

Rehabilitation Loan Program 

agency: Department of Housing and 
Urban Development. 
action: Notice of transmittal of 
proposed rule to Congress under Section 
7(o) of the Department of HUD Act 

summary: Recently enacted legislation 
authorizes Congress to review certain 
HUD rules for fifteen (15) calendar days 
of continuous session of Congress prior 
to each such rule's publication in the 
Federal Register. This notice lists and 
summarizes for public information a 
proposed rule which the Secretary is 
submitting to Congress for such review. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 
Burton Bloomberg, Director, Office of 
Regulations, Office of General Counsel, 
451 7th Street SW. f Washington, D.C. 
20410 (202) 755-6207. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Concurrently with issuance of this 
Notice, the Secretary is forwarding to 
the Chairman and Ranking Minority 
Members of both the Senate Banking, 
Housing and Urban Affairs Committee 
and the House Banking. Finance and 
Urban Affairs Committee the following 
prop osed rulemaking document: 

24 CFR Part 510, Section 312 
Rehabilitation Loan Program 
This proposed rule would set forth the 
existing Section 312 Rehabilitation Loan 
Program. The program would continue 
to be a below market interest rate loan 
program for the rehabilitation and 
revitalization of property which is 


primarily for the benefit of lower and 
middle income persons. 

(Section 7(o) of the Department of HUD Acl. 
42 U.S.C. 3535{o). Section 324 of the Housing 
and Community Development Amendments 
of 1978.) 

Issued at Washington. D.G, March 14. i860 
Moon Landrieu, 

Secretory, Department of Housing and Urban 
Development 

|nt Doc so-asu P<Ud S-IS-SOc &45 am) 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
Internal Revenue Service 
26 CFR Part 1 
(LR-272-76J 

Special Rule for the Deduction of 
Certain Charitable Contributions of 
Inventory and Other Property 

agency: Internal Revenue Service, 
Treasury. 

action: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 

summary: This document contains 
proposed regulations relating to a 
special rule for the deduction of certain 
charitable contributions of inventory 
and other property as added by the Tax 
Reform Act of 1976. The regulations 
would provide corporate donors and 
charitable organizations with the 
guidance needed to comply with the 
new law. 

dates: Written comments and requests 
for a public hearing must be delivered or 
mailed by May 19,1980. The 
amendments are proposed to be 
effective with respect to qualified 
contributions made after October 4. 

1976. 

AOORESS: Send comments and written 
requests for a public hearing to: 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, Attn: 
CC:LR:T, Washington. D.C. 20224. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Eileen Murphy. (202) 566-3297. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

This document contains proposed 
amendments to the I ncome Tax 
Regulations (28 CFR Part 1) under 
section 170 (e) (3) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954. In addition, 
certain minor changes are proposed to 
$S 1.170A-4 (b) (4) and 1.170A-11 (a), in 
conformity with sections 205 (c) (1) and 
1052 (c) (2), respectively, of the Tax 
Reform Act of 1978. These amendments 
are proposed to conform the regulations 
to section 2135 of the Tax Reform Act of 
1976 (90 Stat 1928) and are to be issued 
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under the authority contained in section 
7805 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1954 (68A Slat. 917; 26 U.S.C. 7005). 

Qualified Contributions 

Section 2135 of the Tax Reform Act of 
1976 added a new paragraph (3) to 
section 170 (e) of the Internal Revenue 
Code to provide a special rule for 
deductions of certain qualified 
contributions of certain property. The 
regulations provide rules which set forth 
the requirements for a qualified 
contribution. Only certain corporations 
may make a contribution under this 
section, only certain charitable 
organizations may receive the 
contribution, and only certain property 
may be contributed (principally 
inventory and depreciable property). 

The property must be used for a purpose 
related to the grounds for the exemption 
of the organization to which the 
contribution is made and must be used 
for the care of the ill, needy, or infants. 

In addition, the organization may not 
charge for the transfer (or use) of the 
property and must provide the 
corporate-donor with a written 
statement representing that the 
organization intends to comply with 
these restrictions on use and transfer of 
the property. The donor is not entitled to 
the deduction under this section if the 
organization does not comply with these 
restrictions. Finally, the contributed 
property must conform to any applicable 
provisions of the Federal Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act (as amended), and the 
regulations thereunder, at the date of 
contribution and for the immediately 
preceding 180 days. 

Amount of Reduction 

The new provisions require reduction 
of the amount of the allowable 
deduction for a qualified charitable 
contribution by an amount equal to one- 
half of the amount of gain (other than 
gain subject to certain ordinary income 
recapture provisions) which would not 
have been long-term capital gain if the 
property had been sold by the taxpayer 
at fair market value at the date of 
contribution- A further, second reduction 
is made if the amount of the allowable 
deduction which remains after the first 
reduction is more than twice the basis of 
the contributed property. 

The proposed regulations also provide 
rules for determining the basis of 
contributed property which is inventory. 
The basis of such contributed property 
must be determined under the donor's 
method of accounting for inventory for 
purposes of United States Income tax. 
The donor must decrease cost of goods 
sold for the year of contribution by the 
amount of this basis. 


Recapture Excluded 

The proposed regulations do not allow 
a deduction for amounts which would 
have been subject to certain ordinary 
income recapture provisions if the 
property had been sold. 

Comments and Request for a Public 
Hearing 

Before adopting these proposed 
regulations, consideration will be given 
to any written comments that are 
submitted (preferably six copies) to the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. All 
comments will be available for public 
inspection and copying. A public 
hearing will be held upon written 
request to the Commissioner by any 
person who has submitted written 
comments. If a public hearing is held, 
notice of the time and place will be 
published in the Federal Register. 

Drafting Information 

The principal author of these 
proposed regulations is Eileen Murphy 
of the Legislation and Regulations 
Division of the Office of Chief Counsel. 
Internal Revenue Service. However, 
personnel from other offices of the 
Internal Revenue Service and Treasury 
Department participated in developing 
these regulations, both on matters of 
substance and style. 

Proposed amendments to the regulations 

The proposed amendments to 26 CFR 
Part 1 are as follows: 

Paragraph 1. Section 1.170A-1 is 
amended by revising the seventh 
sentence of paragraph (a) (1) and by 
revising paragraph (c) (1). These revised 
provisions read as follows: 

(1.170A-1 Charitable, etc., contributions 
and gifts; allowance of deduction. 

(a) In general —(1) Allowance of 
deduction . * * * For special rules 
relating to computation of the amount of 
the deduction with respect to a 
charitable contribution of certain 
ordinary income or capital gain 
property, see section 170 (e) and 
({ 1.170A-4 and 1.170A-4A. * • * 

• • 0 • • 

(c) Value of a contribution in 
property . 

(1) If a charitable contribution is made 
in property other than money, the 
amount of the contribution is the fair 
market value of the property at the time 
of the contribution reduced as provided 
in section 170 (e) (1) and paragraph (a) 
of i 1.170A-4, or section 170 (e) (3) and 
paragraph (c) of ( 1.170A-4A. 

§ 1.170A-4 (Amended) 

Par. 2. Section 1.170A-4 is amended 
by deleting from paragraph (b) (4) the 


phrase "or 1252 (a)" and inserting in lieu 
thereof 'T252 (a), or 1254 (a)". 

Par. 3. There is added immediately 
after ( 1.170A-4 the following new 
section: 

( 1.170A-4A Special rule for the 
deduction of certain charitable 
contributions of Inventory and other 
property. 

(a) Introduction. Section 170 (e) (3) 
provides a special rule for the deduction 
of certain qualified contributions of 
inventory and certain other property. To 
be treated as a "qualified contribution", 
a contribution must meet the restrictions 
and requirements of section 170 (e) (3) 

(a) and paragraph (b) of this section. 
Paragraph (b) (1) of this section 
describes the corporations whose 
contributions may be subject to this 
section, the exempt organizations to 
which these contributions may be made, 
and the kinds of property which may be 
contributed. Under paragraph (b) (2) of 
this section, the use of the property must 
be related to the purpose or function 
constituting the ground for the 
exemption of the organization to which 
the contribution is made. Also, the 
property must be used for the care of the 
ill needy, or infants. Under paragraph 

(b) (3) of this section, the recipient 
organization may not require or receive 
in exchange money, property, or 
services for the transfer or use of 
property contributed under section 170 
(e) (3). Under paragraph (b) (4) of this 
section, the recipient organization must 
provide the contributing taxpayer with a 
written statement representing that the 
organization intends to comply with the 
restrictions set forth in paragraph (b) (2) 
and (3) of this section on the use and 
transfer of the property. Under 
paragraph (b)(5) of this section, the 
contributed property must conform to 
any applicable provisions of the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (as 
amended), and the regulations 
thereunder, at the date of contribution 
and for the immediately preceding 180 
days. Paragraph (c) of this section 
provides the rules for determining the 
amount of reduction of the charitable 
contribution under section 170 (e) (3). In 
general the amount of the reduction is 
equal to one-half of the amount of gain 
(other than gain described in paragraph 
(d) of this section) which would not 
have been long-term capital gain if the 
property had been sold by the donor- 
taxpayer at fair market value at the date 
of contribution. If, after this reduction, 
the amount of the deduction would be 
more than twice the basis of the 
contributed property, the amount of the 
deduction is accordingly further reduced 
under paragraph (c) (1) of this section. 
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The basis of contributed property which 
is inventory is determined under 
paragraph (c) (2) of this section, and the 
donor's cost of goods sold for the year of 
contribution must be adjusted under 
paragraph (c) (3) of this section. Under 
paragraph (d) of this section, a 
deduction is not allowed for any amount 
which, if the property had been sold by 
the donor-taxpayer, would have been 
gain to which the recapture provisions 
of section 017.1245.1250.1251. or 1252 
would have applied. For purposes of 
section 170 (e) (3], in addition to this 
section, the rules of 8 1.170A-4 apply 
where not inconsistent with the rules of 
this section. 

(b) Qualified contributions —(1) In 
general. A contribution of property 
qualifies under section 170(e)(3) of this 
section only if it is a charitable 
contribution— 

(1) By a corporation, other than a 
corporation which is an electing small 
business corporation within the meaning 
of section 1371(b): 

(ii) To an organization described in 
section 501(c)(3) and exempt under 
section 501(a), other than a private 
foundation, as defined in section 509(a). 
which is not an operating foundation, as 
defined in section 4942(j)(e); 

(iii) Of property described in section 
1221 (1) or (2); 

(iv) Which contribution meets the 
restrictions and requirements of 
paragraph (b) (2) through (5) of this 
section. 

(2) Restrictions on use of contributed 
property. In order for the contribution to 
qualify under this section, the 
contributed property is subject to the 
following restrictions in use for the 
period beginning with its contribution 
and ending on the date when adjustment 
to the donor-taxpayer's return on which 
a deduction is claimed with respect to 
the contribution is first barred by the 
applicable statute of limitations. It 
during that period, the transferred 
property is used or transferred by the 
donee organization (or by any 
subsequent transferee that furnished to 
the donee organization the written 
statement described in paragraph 
(b)(4)(ii) of this section) in a manner 
inconsistent with the reouirements of 
subdivision (i) or (ii) of this paragraph 
(b)(2) or the requirements of paragraph 
(b)(3) of this section, the donor's 
deduction is reduced to the amount 
allowable under section 170 of the 
regulations thereunder, determined 
without regard to section 170(e)(3) of 
this section. 

(i) Requirement of use for exempt 
purpose. The use of the property must be 
related to the purpose or function 
constituting the ground for exemption 


under section 501(c)(3) of the 
organization to which the contribution is 
made. The property may not be used in 
connection with any activity which 
gives rise to unrelated trade or business 
income, as defined In sections 512 and 
513 and the regulations thereunder. 

(ii) Requirement of use for care of the 
ill. needy, or infants —(A) In general. 

The property must be used for the care 
of the HI. needy, or infants, as defined in 
this subdivision (ii). The organization 
may satisfy the requirement of this 
subdivision by transferring the property 
to a relative, custodian, parent or 
guardian of the ill or needy individual 
infant, or to any other individual if it 
makes a reasonable effort to ascertain 
that the property will ultimately be used 
primarily for the care of the ill or needy 
individual or infant, and not for the 
benefit (other than incidental benefit) of 
any other person. The recipient 
organization may transfer the property 
to another similarly exempt organization 
within the jurisdiction of the United 
States which meets the description 
contained in paragraphs (b)(l)(ii) and 
(b)(2)(i) of this section, or to an 
organization not within the jurisdiction 
of the United States that, but for the fact 
that it is not within the jurisdiction of 
the United States, would be described in 
paragraphs (b)(1)(h) and (b)(2)(i) of this 
section. If an organization transfers the 
property to another organization, the 
transferring organization must obtain a 
written statement from the transferee 
organization as set forth in paragraph 
(b)(4) of this section. If the property is 
ultimately transferred to, or used for the 
benefit of, ill or needy persons, or 
infants, not within the jurisdiction of the 
United States, the organization which so 
transfers the property outside the 
jurisdiction of the United States must 
necessarily be a corporation. See 
section 170(c)(2) and 8 1.170A-ll(a). For 
purposes of this subdivision, if the 
donee-organization makes any charge 
for its transfer of contributed property, 
the requirement of this subdivision is 
not met. See also paragraph (b)(3) of this 
section. The property itself must 
ultimately either be transferred to (or for 
the use of) the iU. needy, or infants for 
their care or be retained for their care. 
No other person may use the contributed 
property except as incidental to primary 
use in the care of the ill needy, or 
infants. 

(B) Definition of the ill. An ill person 
is a person who requires medical care 
within the meaning of 8 1.213—1(e). 
Examples of ill persons include a person 
suffering from physical injury, a person 
with a significant impairment of a bodily 
organ, a person with an existing 


handicap, whether from birth or later 
injury, a person suffering from 
malnutrition, a person with a disease, 
sickness, or infection which significantly 
impairs physical health, a person 
partially or totally incapable of self-care 
(including incapacity due to old age). A 
person suffering from mental illness is 
included if the person is hospitalized or 
institutionalized for the mental disorder, 
or, although the person is 
nonhospitalized or noninstitutionalized. 
if the person's mental illness constitutes 
a significant health impairment. 

(C) Definition of care of the ill. Care 
of the ill means alleviation or cure of an 
existing illness and includes care of the 
emotional needs of the ill 

(D) Definition of the needy. A needy 
person is a person who lacks the 
necessities of life as a result of poverty 
or temporary distress. Examples of 
needy persons include a person who is 
financially impoverished as a result of 
low income and lack of financial 
resources, a person who temporarily 
lacks food or shelter (and the means to 
provide for it), a person who is the 
victim of a natural disaster (such as fire 
or flood), a person who is the victim of a 
civil disaster (such as a civil 
disturbance), a person who is 
temporarily not self-sufficient as a result 
of a sudden and severe personal or 
family crisis (such as a person who is 
the victim of a crime of violence or who 
has been physically abused), a person 
who is a refugee or immigrant and who 
is experiencing language, cultural or 
financial difficulties, a minor child who 
is not self-sufficient and who is not 
cared for by a parent or guardian, and a 
person who is not self-sufficient as a 
result of previous institutionalization 
(such as a former prisoner or a former 
patient in a mental institution). 

(E) Definition of care of the needy. 
Care of the needy means alleviation or 
satisfaction of an existing need. Since a 
person may be needy in some respects 
and not needy in other respects, care of 
the needy must relate to the particular 
need which causes the person to be 
needy. For example, a person whose 
temporary need arises from a natural 
disaster may need temporary shelter 
and food but not recreational facilities. 

(F) Definition of infanL An infant is a 
child under six years of age. 

(G) Definition of care of an infant 
Care of an infant means performance of 
parental functions and provision for the 
physical and emotional needs of the 
infant 

(3) Restrictions on Transfer of 
contributed property. In order for the 
contribution to qualify under this 
section, neither the donee-organization 
nor any transferee of the donee- 
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organization may require or receive in 
exchange any money, property, or 
services for the transfer or use of 
property contributed under section 
170(e)(3). For example, if an organization 
provides temporary shelter for a fee. and 
also provides free meals using food 
contributed under this section to ill or 
needy persons or infants, the 
contribution of food is subject to this 
section (if the other requirements of this 
section are met). 

(4) Requirement of a written 
statement —(i) Furnished to taxpayer. In 
the case of any contribution made on or 
after [Date which is 30 days after the 
issuance of these regulations by 
Treasury decision), the donee- 
organization must furnish to the 
taxpayer a written statement describing 
the contributed property, stating the 
date of its receipt, representing that the 
property will be used in compliance 
with section 170(e)(3) and paragraphs 
(b) (2) and (3) of this section, and 
representing that adequate books and 
records will be maintained, and made 
available to the Internal Revenue 
Service upon request, to show the 
identity of the donor, the use of the 
property, and the nature of any 
disposition of the property. The 
statement must also represent that the 
donee-organization meets the 
requirements of paragraphs (b)(l)(U) and 
(b)(2)(f) of this section. The written 
statement must be furnished within a 
reasonable period after the contribution, 
but not later than the date (including 
extensions) by which the donor is 
required to file a United States 
corporate income tax return for the year 
in which the contribution was made. 

(ii) Furnished to transferring 
organization. If an organization that 
received a contribution under this 
section transfers the contributed 
property to another organization on or 
after [Date which is 30 days after the 
issuance of these regulations by 
Treasury decision], the transferee 
organization must furnish to the 
tranferring organization a written 
statement describing the contributed 
property, stating the date of its receipt, 
representing that the property will be 
used in compliance with section 
170(e)(3) and paragraphs (b) (2) and (3) 
of this section, and representing that 
adequate books and records will be 
maintained. 8nd made available to the 
Internal Revenue Service upon request, 
to show the identities of the donor and 
the transferring organization, the use of 
the property, and the nature of any 
disposition of the property. The 
statement must also represent that the 
transferee organization meets the 


requirements of paragraph (b)(l)(ii) and 
(b)(2)(i) of this section (or, in the case of 
a transferee organization which is a 
foreign organization not within the 
jurisdiction of the United States, that, 
but for such fact, the organization would 
meet the requirements of paragraph 
(b)(l)(ii) and (b)(2)(i) of this section). 

The written statement must be furnished 
within a reasonable period after the 
transfer. 

(5) Requirement of compliance with 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act—(i) In general. With respect to 
property contributed under this section 
which is subject to the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (as amended), 
and regulations thereunder, the 
contributed property must comply with 
the applicable provisions of that Act 
and regulations thereunder at the date 
of the contribution and for the 
immediately preceding 180 days. In the 
case of specific items of contributed 
property not in existence for the entire 
period of 180 days immediately 
preceding the date of contribution, the 
requirement of this paragraph (b)(5) is 
considered met if the contributed 
property complied with that Act and the 
regulations thereunder during the period 
of its existence and at the date of 
contribution and if. for the 180 day 
period prior to contribution other 
property (if any) held by the taxpayer at 
any time during that period, which 
property was fungible with the 
contributed property, complied with that 
Act and the regulations thereunder 
during the period held by the taxpayer. 

(ii) Example. The rule of this 
paragraph (b)(5) may be illustrated by 
the following example. 

Example. Corporation X. a grocery store, 
contributes 12 crates of navel oranges. The 
oranges were picked and place in the grocery 
store's stock two weeks prior to the date of 
contribution. The contribution satisfies the 

complied with the Act and regulations 
thereunder for 180 days prior to the date of 
contribution with respect to all nave! oranges 
in stock during that period. 

(c) Amount of reduction— (1) In 
general Section 170 (e)(3)(B) requires 
that the amount of the charitable 
contribution subject to this section 
which would be taken into account 
under section 170 (a), without regard to 
section 170 (e), must be reduced before 
applying the percentage limitations 
under section 170 (b). The amount of the 
first reduction is equal to one-half of the 
amount of gain which would not have 
been long-term capital gain if the 
property had been sold by the donor- 
taxpayer 8t its fair market value on the 
date of its contribution, excluding, 
however, any amount described In 


paragraph (d) of this section. If the 
amount of the charitable contribution 
which remains after this reduction 
exceeds twice the basis of the 
contributed property, then the amount of 
the charitable contribution is further 
reduced (a second time) to an amount 
which is equal to twice the amount of 
the basis of the property. 

(2) Basis of contributed property 
which is inventory. For the purposes of 
this section, notwithstanding the rules of 
{ 1.170A-1 (c) (4), the basis of 
contributed property which is inventory 
must be determined under the donor's 
method of accounting for inventory for 
purposes of United States income tax. 
The donor must use as the basis of the 
contributed item the inventoriable 
carrying cost assigned to any similar 
item not included in closing inventory. 
For example, under the LIFO dollar 
value method of accounting for 
inventory, where there has been an 
invasion of a prior year's layer, the 
donor may choose to treat the item 
contributed as having a basis of the 
unit's cost with reference to the layerfs) 
of prior year(s) cost or with reference to 
the current year cost. 

(3) Adjustment to cost of goods sold. 
The donor of property which is 
inventory contributed under this section 
must make a corresponding adjustment 
to cost of goods sold by decreasing the 
cost of goods sold by the amount of 
basis determined under paragraph (c) (2) 
of this section. 

(4) Examples. The rules of this 
paragraph (c) may be illustrated by the 
following examples: 

Example (1). During 1978 corporation X. a 
calendar year taxpayer, makes a qualified 
contribution of women's coats which were 
section 1221 (1) property. The fair market 
value of the property at the date of 
contribution is $1,000, and the basis of the 
property is $200. The amount of the charitable 
contribution which would be taken into 
account under section 170 (a) is the fair 
market value (1,000). The amount of gain 
which would not have been long-term capital 
gain if the property had been sold is $800 
($1,000 -$200). The amount of the 
contribution is reduced by one-half the 
amount which would not have been capita) 
gain if the property had been sold (800/ 

2*= $400). 

After this reduction, the amount of the 
contribution which may be taken into 
account is $800 ($1.000—$400). A further 
second reduction is made in the amount of 
the charitable contribution because this 
amount (as first reduced to $600) Is more than 
$400 which is an amount equal to twice the 
basis of the property. The amount of the 
further reduction is $200 [$800—(2x$200)], 
and the amount of the contribution as finally 
reduced is $400 [$1.000-{$400+$200)]. X 
would also have to decrease its cost of goods 
sold for the year of contribution by $200. 
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Example (2). Anume the tame facts at tel 
forth in example (1) except that the basis of 
the property is $600. The amount of the first 
reduction it $200 ($1.000—$600/2). 

As reduced, the amount of the contribution 
which may be taken into account it $800 
($1.000—$200). There it no further second 
reduction because $800 it lest than $1,200 
which it twice the basis of the property. 
However. X would have to decrease its cost 
of goods sold for the year of contribution by 
$ 000 . 

(d) Recapture excluded. A deduction 
is not allowed under section 170 (e) (3) 
or this section for any amount which, if 
the property had been sold by the 
donor-taxpayer on the date of its 
contribution for an amount equal to its 
fair market value, would have been 
treated as ordinary income under 
section 617. 1245,125a 1251. or 1252. 
Thus, before making either reduction 
required by section 170 (e) (3) (B) and 
paragraph (c) of this section, the fair 
market value of the contributed property 
must be reduced by the amount of gain 
that would have been recognized (if the 
property had been sold) as ordinary 
income under section 617. 1245,125a 
1251, or 1252. 

(e) Effective date. This section applies 
to qualified contributions made after 
October 4,1976. 

5 1.170A-11 (Amended) 

Par. 4. Section 1.170A-11 is amended 
by adding the word ", and" to the end of 
paragraph (a) (3), by deleting paragraph 

(a) (4). and by redesignating paragraph 
(a) (5) as paragraph (a) (4). 

Jerome Kurtz, 

Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

(F* Doc etMKvto Ft!»d J-UMK* «43*m| 

III LUNG COOC 4*30-01-* 


FEDERAL MINE SAFETY ANO HEALTH 
REVIEW COMMISSION 

29 CFR Part 2702 

Regulations Implementing the 
Freedom of Information Act; Proposed 
Rulemaking 

AGENCY: Federal Mine Safety and 
Health Review Commission 
action: Proposed Rule. 

summary: The Federal Mine Safety and 
Health Review Commission proposes to 
adopt rules and procedures for the 
guidance of those wishing to obtain 
information from the Commission under 
the Freedom of Information Act 5 U.S.C. 
552. The rules will supersede the interim 
implementation procedures published in 
the Federal Register on May 22.1979 (44 
FR 29666). 

The Commission is an independent 
agency with authority to adjudicate 
contests arising under the Federal Mine 
Safety and Health Act of 1977. 30 U.S.C. 


601 et seq. It is the intent of the 
Commission members promptly to 
comply with the Freedom of Information 
Act and by these rules and procedures 
to make all designated information 
readily available to the public. 

oates: Interested persons may comment 
in writing on the proposed rules until 
April 21.1980. 

address: AH comments should be 
addressed to: Dan R. DeLacy. Federal 
Mine Safety and Health Review 
Commission. Suite 602,1730 K StreeL 
N.W., Washington. D.C 20006. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Dan R. DeLacy. (202) 653-5658. 

Dated: March 17.198a 
Frank F. (twtrab. 

Commissioner/Acting Chairman . Federal 
Mine Safety & Health Review Commission. 

Under the authority of section 113 of 
the Federal Mine Safety and Health Act 
of 1977. Pub. L 95-165 (30 U.S.C. 801 et 
seq.), the Federal Mine Safety and 
Health Review Commission proposes to 
amend Title 29 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations by revoking and deleting 
existing Part 2702—"Interim 
Implementation Procedures", and 
adding as a new Part 2702 formal rules 
and procedures for implementing the 
Freedom of Information Act as follows: 

PART 2702—REGULATIONS 
IMPLEMENTING THE FREEDOM OF 
INFORMATION ACT 

Sac. • 

2702.1 Purpose and scope 
2702 2 Location of offices 

2702.3 Requests for information 

2702.4 Materials available 

27025 Fees for production of material 

Authority: Sec 113. Federal Mine Safety 
and Health Act of 1977. Pub. L. 95-165 (30 
U.S.C. 801 et seq.). 

9 2702.1 Purpose and scope. 

The Federal Mine Safety and Health 
Review Commission is an independent 
agency with authority to adjudicate 
contests between the Mine Safety and 
Health Administration of the U.S. 
Department of Labor and private 
parties, as well as certain disputes 
solely between private parties, arising 
under the Federal Mine Safety and 
Health Act of 1977. 30 U.S.C. 801 et seq. 
The purpose of these rules is to establish 
procedures for emplementing the 
Freedom of Information Act, 5 U.S.C. 

552: to provide guidance for those 
seeking to obtain information from the 
Commission: and to make all designated 
information readily available to the 
public. 

The scope of these rules may be 
limited to requests for information that 


is not presently the subject of litigation 
before the Commission and that is not 
otherwise governed by the 
Commission's Procedural Rules at 29 
C.FJL 2700. 

S 2702.2 Location of officas. 

The Federal Mine Safety and Health 
Review Commission maintains its 
central office at Suite 80a 1730 K Street. 
N.W., Washington. D.C. 20006. It has 
two regional offices for Administrative 
Law Judges, one at Skyline Towers No. 

2, Tenth Floor. 5203 Leesburg Pike. Falls 
Church. Virginia 22041. and the other at 
Suite 320, 333 West Colfax. Denver, 
Colorado 80204. 

9 2702.3 Requests for Information. 

All requests for information should be 
in writing and should be mailed or 
delivered to Executive Director. Federal 
Mine Safety and Health Review 
Commission. 8th Floor. 1730 K Street. 
N.W.. Washington. D.C. 20006. The 
words "Freedom of Information Act 
Request" should be printed on the face 
of the envelope. A determination 
whether to comply with the request will 
be made by the Executive Director, with 
the consent of a majority of the 
Commissioners. Except in unusual 
circumstances, the determination will be 
made within 10 working days of receipt. 
Appeals of adverse decisions may be 
made to the Chairman of the 
Commission, at the same address, 
within 10 working days. Determination 
of appeals will be made by the 
Chairman within 20 working days of 
receipt. 

9 2702.4 Materials available. 

Materials which may be made 
promptly available from the Commission 
include, but are not limited to: 

(a) Final opinions, including 
concurring and dissenting opinions, as 
well as oiriers. made in the adjudication 
of cases; 

(b) Quarterly indices providing 
identifying information as to the 
opinions described in the preceding 
paragraph which may be relied upon, 
used, or cited as precedent: 

(c) Any statements of policy and 
intepretations which have been adopted 
by the agency and are not published in 
the Federal Register. 

9 2702.5 Fees for production of material 

The usual fee for production of 
materials requested under the FOLA 
shall be the cost of duplication, not to 
exceed 10 cents per page. In appropriate 
circumstances, a reasonable standard 
charge for document search, not to 
exceed the direct cost of such search, 
may be imposed. 
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Documents may be furnished without 
charge or at a reduced charge where the 
Commission determines that waiver or 
reduction of the fee is in the public 
interest. 

(FR Doc 80-8538 FM 5-1#-*I § «5 am) 

BILLING COO€ M20-12-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Part 52 
(FRL 1440-2) 

Approval and Promulgation of 
Implementation Plans; California State 
Implementation Plan Revision: North 
Coast Air Basin 

agency: Environmental Protection 

Agency. 

action: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking. 

summary: Revisions to the Del Norte. 
Humboldt. Mendocino. Northern 
Sonoma and Trinty County Air Pollution 
Control Districts (APCD) rules and 
regulations have been submitted to the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
by the California Air Resources Board 
(ARB) for the purpose of revising the 
California State Implementation Plan 
(SIP). The intended effect of these 
revisions is to update the rules and 
regulations and to correct deficiencies in 
the SIP. The EPA invites public 
comments on these rules, especially as 
to their consistency with the Clean Air 
Act 

dates: Comments may be submitted on 
or before May 19. I960. 
addresses: Comments may be sent to: 
Regional Administrator. Attn: Air A 
Hazardous Materials Division. Air 
Technical Branch. Regulatory Section 
(A-4), Environmental Protection Agency. 
Region IX. 215 Fremont Street. San 
Francisco. CA 94105. 

Copies of the proposed revisions are 
available for public inspection during 
normal business hours at the EPA 
Region IX office at the above address 
and at the following locations: 

Bel Norte County Air Pollution Control 
District. Courthouse. Crescent City. CA 

®553l. 

Humboldt County Air Pollution Control 
District. 5600 S. Broadway. Eureka. CA 

95501. 

Mendocino County Air Pollution Control 
District. Courthouse Square. Ukiah, CA 

95842. 

Northern Sonoma County Air Pollution 
Control District. 141 North Street. 
Healdsbuig. CA 95448. 

Trinity County Air Pollution Control District, 
5600 S. Broadway, Eureka. CA 95501. 


California Air Resources Board. 170911th 
Street. Sacramento. CA 95814. 

Public Information Reference Unit. Room 
2922 (EPA Library). 401 M" Street. SW, 
Washington. D C 20460. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Douglas Grano. Chief. Regulatory 
Section, Air Technical Branch. Air and 
Hazardous Materials Division. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region IX, (415) 556-2938. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
California Air Resources Board 
submitted the following rules and 
regulations on May 7 and 23,1979: 


Cat# 

0**rd 

Propoaad rut# efiang## 

May 7, 1$79_ 

OttNofl# HuntckJI 

RU# 240 P#rm»f to 


Mandoctfo. Tnrwty 

Qp*H# 


and Normarn 

Rut# 410 V*t>i# 


Sonoma Count**. 

Ermauor* 

Rut# 615 Em#rgancy 

v#nanc«t 

May 7, 1S7» „ 

Nonnam Sonoma 

Rula 300 e#m#t F«n 


County 

Rut# 310 P#mw F«# 
ScfttdM## 

Rut# 320 He#nng 
Board Fa## 

Rut# 420 Partcvjtafi# 
Man#r 

RU# 5*0 Egupm#* 
Br##kdo*n 

May 23. 1S79 

Oat Nod#. HumcoWI 

Rut# 130 D##n*on# 


Mandocmo, and 
Tnnfty Count!##. 

Rut# 300 Parma F##« 

Ru# 310 Farm# F## 
Scn*dut# 

Rut# 320 Having 
Board F#«« 

May 23. 197* 

DM Nod#. Humbotdl 

Ru» #20 ParfacUftt# 


Mandocno. and 

M#1t#r 


Tnrrty Count## 

Rut# 540 Eoupmam 
Breakdown 
Regulation t, 

Aepandii 0 
Contmuoua 
Mornlorirq. 


Under Section 110 of the Clean Air 
Act. as amended, and 40 CFR Part 51. 
the Administrator is required to approve 
or disapprove these regulations as State 
Implementation Plan revisions. All rules 
submitted have been evaluated in 
accordance with EPA policy and 40 CFR 
Part 5t 

It is the purpose of this notice to 
propose to approve all changes 
contained in the May 7 and 23.1979 
submittals and to incorporate them into 
the California SIP, with the exception of 
the rules discussed below. 

Rule 410(c)(2), Visible Emissions. 
submitted May 7,1979, allows 
exceptions to the provisions of Rule 
410(a) which could result in Increased 
emissions. 

It is proposed that this Rule be 
disapproved for Del Norte, Humboldt. 
Mendocino. Northern Sonoma and 
Trinity Counties because an adequate 
control strategy analysis has not been 
submitted to show that these exceptions 
would not interfere with attainment or 


maintenance of the National Ambient 
Air Quality Standards. 

Rule 410(b), submitted May 7,1979, 
which is applicable only in Mendocino 
County, sets an opacity limit of 
Ringelmann -1 or 20 percent opacity. It 
is proposed to approve this rule in 
Mendocino County and to take no action 
on the rule with respect to Del Norte. 
Humboldt. Northern Sonoma and Trinity 
Counties. 

For Del Norte. Humboldt, Mendocino. 
Northern Sonoma and Trinity Counties. 
Rule 240, Compliance Verification . and 
Appendix D to Regulation 1 (except 
Northern Sonoma County) are proposed 
to be approved. 

Since these rules contain 
requirements equivalent to those in 40 
CFR Part 52, EPA is also proposing to 
rescind 40 CFR 52.224(a)(2)(iii) and 40 
CFR 52.234(e)(9). 

The Regional Administrator hereby 
issues this notice setting forth these 
revisions, including rule deletions 
caused thereby, as proposed rulemaking 
and advises the public that interested 
persons may participate by submitting 
written comments to the Region IX 
Office. Comments received on or before 
60 days after publication of this notice 
will be considered. Comments received 
will be available for public Inspection at 
the EPA Region IX Office and the EPA 
Public Information Reference Unit, 

The Administrator's decision to 
approve or disapprove the proposed 
revisions will be based on the commenti 
received and on a determination 
whether the amendments meet the 
requirements of Section 110(a)(2) of the 
Clean Air Act and 40 CFR Part 51. 
Requirements for Preparation, Adoption, 
and Submittal of State Implementation 
Plans. 

Under Executive Order 12044 EPA is 
required to judge whether a regulation is 
•'significant" and therefore subject to the 
procedural requirements of the Order or 
whether it may follow other specialized 
development procedures. EPA labels 
these other regulations "Specialized". 
EPA has reviewed the revision being 
acted upon in this notice and has 
determined that it is a specialized 
revision not subject to the procedural 
requirements of Executive Order 12044. 

(Sections 110 and 301(a) of the Clean Air Act 
as amended (42 U.S.C. $ § 7410 and 7601(a))) 

Dated: March 7.1980. 

Sheila M. Prindiville, 

Acting Regional Administrator. 

[FR Doc 80-8574 PUed 3-19-80 ft45 mi) 

BILLING CODE 4S60-01-M 
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FEDERAL EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT AGENCY 

44 CFR Part 67 
(Docket No. FEMA-5702) 

National Flood Insurance Program; 
Revision of Proposed Flood Elevation 
Determinations for the City of 
Ellington, Reynolds County, Mo. 

agency; Federal Insurance 
Administration, FEMA. 
action: Proposed rule. 

summary: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the City 
of Ellington, Reynolds County, Missouri. 

Due to recent engineering analysis, 
this proposed rule revises the proposed 
determinations of base (100-year) flood 
elevations published in the Reynolds 
County Courier on March 27,1980 and 
April 3.1980, and in 44 FR 5745 
published on October 5.1979, and hence 


supersedes those previously published 
rules. 

dates: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this notice in a newspaper 
of local circulation in the above named 
community. 

addresses: Maps and other Information 
showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed 
flood base (100-year) elevations are 
available for review at the City Hall 
P.O. Box 7, Ellington. Missouri. 

SEND COMMENTS to: Honorable Euel 
Polk, Mayor. City of Ellington. City Hall. 
P.O. Box 7. Ellington. Missouri 6363a 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 

Mr. R. Gregg Chappell National Flood 
Insurance Program, (202) 426-1460 or 
Toil Free Line (800) 424-8872 (In Alaska 
and Hawaii call Toil Free Line (800) 424- 
9080), Room 5150, 451 Seventh Street 
SW.. Washington, DC. 20410. 
supplementary information: Proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations are 

Proposed Bate (100-Year) Flood EJsvatton* 


listed below for selected locations in the 
City of Ellington. Missouri, in 
accordance with section 110 of the Flood 
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L 
93-234), 87 Slat. 980. which added 
section 1363 to the National Flood 
Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 (Pub. L 90-448). 42 U.S.C. 4001- 
4128. and 44 CFR 07.4 (a)). 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain 
management measures that the 
community is required to either adopt or 
show evidence of being already in effect 
in order to qualify or remain qualified 
for participation in the National Flood 
Insurance Procram (NFIP). 

These modified elevations witl also be 
used to calculate the appropriate flood 
insurance premium rates for new 
buildings and their contents and for the 
second layer of insurance on existing 
buildings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 



Stete Oty/town/county Sourc* Of Aoodmg Locaton ground 

_ i. ^ 

cwvwn 

m te* 

(NOVO) 


Matoun --—-- (O nangtar. RayroUa County Logan PraN> Apprortmttefy S mte downatratm of State He ater H _ *651 

JUN uoctraam of State Highway SI _ *657 

Juft! downatraam from Mart Straat ___._ *661 

Approumatety 300 teal downafraam of confluanoa of fJnna m od Triton *668 

wy 

Appronmatafy Vfc rr*a tpatraam of conAjanoa of Unnamad Tributary.. **78 

OckaonCraaS ........ A» onmuriwi agogii *86 1 

Just doartatraan* of State Nghaay 21 _______ **» 

Just oownavaam of Sacond Straat _... ..... *86* 

About 100 teat downaftaam of Man Straat .... .— *670 

About 475 teat upstream of Mam • *872 

Asst doartafraaro of Sou* Pood _- —__ *680 

Jute downacraam of Charry Straat — —„____ *703 

At u p te raam corporate touts - *720 


Mapa avaoabte at tha Ofy HaA PO Do* 7. UrVkxv MteMXrt 

Sand oommanti to Honorabte Eute Pod. Mayor. OKy of Etengtoiv Cay HaA PO Boa 7. Elrngte*. Maaotrt 83638 


(National Flood insurance Act of 1068 (Title XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968). effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 17804. 
November 28. 1968). as amended: 42 U.S.C 4001-4126; Executive Order 12127, 44 FR 19367; and delegation of authority to Federal Insurance 
Administrator. 44 FR 20963) 

Issued: March 7. i960. 

Gloria M. Jimenez. 

Federal Insurance Administrator 

(FR Doc. 0O-M23 Fund S-UMQ ft.4* am) 

BILLING COOC 6711-03-11 


44 CFR Part 67 
(Docket No. FI-55521 
National Flood Insurance Program; 
Revision of Proposed Rood Elevation 
Determinations for the City of Flint, 
Genesee County, Mich. 

agency: Federal Insurance 
Administration, FEMA. 


action: Proposed rule. 


summary: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the City 
of Flint, Genesee County. Michigan. 

Due to recent engineering analysis, 
this proposed rule revises the proposed 


determinations of base (100-year) flood 
elevations published in the Flint Journal 
on June 18.1979 and June 25.1979. and 
in 44 FR 34164 published on June 14, 

1979, and hence supersedes those 
previously published rules. 
dates: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this notice in a newspaper 
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of local circulation in the above named 
community. 

adoresses: Maps and other information 
showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the flood base 
(100 year) elevations are available for 
review at the City Hall. Department of 
Community Development. 1101 South 
Saginaw Street, Flint, Michigan. 

Send comments to: 

The Honorable James W. Rutorford. Mayor, 
City of Hint. City Hall. 1101 South Saginaw 
Street. Flint, Michigan 46502. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr, Robert G. Chappell. National Flood 
Insurance Program. (202) 426-1400 or 


Toll Free Line (800) 424-8872 (In Alaska 
and Hawaii call Toll Free Line (800) 424- 
9080). Room 5150, 451 Seventh Street 
SW.. Washington. D.C 20410. 
supplementary information: Proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations are 
listed below for selected locations in the 
City of Flint in accordance with section 
110 of the Flood Disaster Protection Act 
of 1973 (Pub. L 93-234). 87 Slat 980, 
which added section 1363 to the 
National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 
(Title XIII of the Housing and Urban 
Development Act of 1968 (Pub. L 90- 
448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 44 CFR 
67.4(a)). 

Proposed Bat# (100-Year) Flood Etevttkma 


These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain 
management measures that the 
community is required to either adopt or 
show evidence of being already in effect 
in order to qualify or remain qualified 
for participation in the National Flood 
Insurance Program (NFIP). 

These modified elevations will also be 
used to calculate the appropriate flood 
insurance premium rates for new 
buildings and their contents and for the 
second layer of insurance on existing 
buildings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


fDepth In 
Met above 

Stale Ofy/lown/county Source of flocxkng Loot ton ground 

•Etevetk)n 
r feet 

• (NOVO) 


McNgen. . |Q Ftr*. Gen*««e County _ Fktt Rh#r,. ...... Qownstraem cnrpnraie fl mi *702 

About 1,000 leet upstream bom Stephenson Street - — *70® 

Just downstream of Hameton Dem _______ '70S 

About 300 teet upsbeam of Sievena Street --- *710 

Joel above Uleh Pam,... .. ...... *7iS 

Upetreem corporate Ml __ *719 

Swartz Poe* .. Mouth el Fim Rtver _ *706 

Juet upetreem of Second Street __ ‘70S 

Juet upetreem of Court Street _ *710 

JUet upetreem of Lower Ode Rood _ , ___ *718 

Juet upetreem of Cede Rood ---- *725 

Juet downeOeam ol Beltonger Road _ _ - ... *737 

Just upetreem ol Brwtol Road _ - , *753 

Juet upetreem of private rood located 1.100 feet upetreem oI Bristol *756 

Rood 


At upetreem corporate fcmfta _----- *769 

G#»ey Creek .... Mnuth ml nm tW __ *713 

Juef upetreem of interstate 473 _ *717 

Just downstream of Keersiey Peril Boulevard . . *717 

Juet upetreem of Longway Boulevard _- *727 

About 1.150 feet upetreem of Longway Boulevard __ *729 

About 1J900 teat upeeeem of Longwey Boteovwd - —,. *735 

-kMl uplruem ri V«mnn Rnue _ *744 

Juet Upetreem of Kelso Street _ *750 

Jul ufwOaam ol Syaw *753 

Upetreem corporate MM - *754 

Kotrsley Croak - Mouth at Flnt FWer __ *717 

Just downstream of Koorsiey Resarvok Oam _, *719 

Juet above Keersley Reserve* Dem __ *736 

Upstream corporate !»#■ - -- - . *737 

Thread Greek --— ,, Mouth m Swartz OraalL _ *7ii 

Just upetreem of Fenton Street -_ *715 

About 600 feet upstream of OHM System _ *723 

JUst downstream of Twefflh Skoal _I__ *726 

Juet upetreem of Grand Trovers# Street __ *732 

Just upstream of Sanaa Strati - *743 

JUst downstream of Thread Lake Oam _ *747 

JUst above Thread Lake Oam _ *751 

JUst upstream of Don Mghway - *756 

Juet upstream of Ohemberv Road _ *760 

Upetreem corporate feme. *761 

Crompton Oram - Confluence wkh Kearaley Reserve* _ *736 

Upstream corporal# Mi _—_ *739 

PcOnton Dram - Mouth at G4k«y Qroak _.__ ’740 

Just upstream of God Courea P ndge - *745 

Approximate*? 2.700 Mel upetreem of God Course Bndga _ *750 

West Branch Swartz Creek - Onwn a traem enrpomw amax - » *752 

Upetreem corporate MM _ *753 

Carman Cmali - Confluence wah Swartz Crook —___ *726 

Just downstream of Stale Hghwey 21 „__ *730 

Just upstream of Grand Trunk Western Ra+oad ...._ *736 

Aiei downatreem of Oestbrook Lane ___ *742 

Just upetreem of Crestbrook Lon# _ *747 

Juet upstream of Mammerberg R»wt *751 

Upetreem corporate MM ____ *753 


Maps avwkabte ai C*y Had. Department of Comnwty Oevefopment. HOI South Sapnaw Street. Fknt Mcftgm 

Send comments to The Honorable Jomea W Rutortord. Mayor, Ctty of FW, Oly Halt. 1101 South Sopnew Street. Flnt, Uchrgen 46502. 
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(National Flood Insurance Act of 1908 (Tide XW of Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968). effective January 28, 1909 (33 FR 17804. 
November 28. 1968). as amended (42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); Executive Order 12127, 44 FR 19367; and delegation of authority to Federal Insurance 
Administrator 44 FR 20963) 

Issued: March 7, 1980. 

Gloria M. Jimenez, 

Federal Insurance Administrator. 
p* Doc. so-asis Fviod s-is-aa ass un] 

BILLING COO€ •71S-OS-N 


44 CFR Part 67 
(Docket No. FEMA-57021 
National Flood Insurance Program; 
Revision of Proposed Rood Elevation 
Determinations for the City of La Porte 
City, Black Hawk County, Iowa 

agency: Federal Insurance 
Administration. FEMA. 
action: Proposed rule. 

summary: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the City 
of La Porte City. Black Hawk County. 
Iowa. 

Due to recent engineering analysis, 
this proposed rule revises the proposed 
determinations of base (100-year) flood 
elevations published in the La Porte City 
Progress Review on September 19.1979 
and September 28,1979. and in 44 FR 
57440 published on October 5.1979, and 
hence supersedes those previously 
published rules. 


OATES: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this notice in a newspaper 
of local circulation in the above named 
community. 

addresses: Maps and other information 
showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed 
flood base (100 year) elevations are 
available for review at the City Hall. La 
Porte City, Iowa. 

SEND COMMENTS to: Honorable Keith K. 
Kullmer, Mayor. City of La Porte City. 
City Hall. La Porte City, Iowa 50851. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. Robert G. Chappell. National Flood 
Insurance Program. (202) 426-1460 or 
Toll Free Line (800) 424-8872 (in Alaska 
and Hawaii call Toll Free Line (600) 424- 
9080), Room 5150, 451 Seventh Street 
SW.. Washington. D.C. 20410. 

supplement ary information: Proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations are 
listed below for selected locations in the 
City of La Porte City. Black Hawk 


County. Iowa, in accordance with 
section 110 of the Rood Disaster 
Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L 93-234), 

87 Slat. 980. which added section 1363 to 
the National Rood Insurance Act of 
1988 (Title XIII of the Housing and 
Urban Development Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 
90-448). 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128. and 44 CFR 
67.4(a)). 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain 
management measures that the 
community is required to either adopt or 
show evidence of being already in effect 
in order to qualify or remain qualified 
for participation in the National Rood 
Insurance Program (NFiP). 

These modified elevations will also be 
used to calculate the appropriate flood 
insurance premium rates for new 
buildings and their contents and for the 
second layer of insurance on existing 
buildings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Proposed Bam (100-year) Rood Elevation* 


# Ospcftet 


Stale 


Qt>county 


Source of looting 


ground 

•E»ev«*on n to* 


(NOVD) 


(C) l* Pone Cey Btec* He** 
Cady 


Wo* OmI __ Al Ooeratreem corporate In* ——— --——. 

Ant downstream o» Waterloo Rearoad ---- — .. . - 

Ami upstream of abandoned Cftcego. Roc* tear*. end PacAc RaS- 
roed 


Juel upstream of US Route 210 -- 

TOO tael upstream of US. M^hwey 210. 


Shadow ftoodmg from V 


Al upsteam of 
f Owe At LgN Steal 

About 150 tael 
About 350 tael 
Juat east of 


end eastern corporate M _ 


•0iS 

•tit 

•023 


•024 

•*2« 

•020 

*010 

*020 

•021 

•023 


Maps evetobto et Oty Ha*. La Pone Oty. low*. Send comments K> Honorable Ke*h K Kufrner. Mayor. Oy of La Porte City. Oty Me*, le Pone Cffy, to*a 50051 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act of 1988). effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 17604. 
November 28. 1968). as amended; 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128; Executive Order 12127, 44 FR 19367; and delegation of authority to Federal Insurance 
Administrator, 44 FR 20963) 

Issued: March 7.1980 
Gloria M. Jimenez. 

Federal Insurance Administrator. 

(FI Dot myszi Filed MMH A4ft em| 

BtLUNO CODE S710-O3-M 
































Federal Register / Vol. 45. No. 56 / Thursday, March 20, 1980 / Proposed Rules 


18039 


44 CFR Part 67 

[Docket No. FI-56**] 

National Flood Insurance Program; 
Proposed Rood Elevation 
Determinations; Correction 

agency: Federal Insurance 
Administration. FEMA. 
action: Correction to proposed rule for 
the Town of Middleton. Essex County. 
Massachusetts. 

summary: In order for the following 
locations to be more easily identified 
with the corresponding Flood Insurance 
map and profile for Boston Brook, the 
descriptions should be clarified to read 
as follows. The elevations were correct 
as cited. 


‘Etovafton 

Source of flooring Locaaon in toef 

(NGVO) 


. Mouet of Bra* . 

Dam (down*!raam aid*. 500* 
b*o« M« SNK) 

•44 

•45 

Dam (upafraam wX. fat 
twtow M* 

•53 

Dam (upatraam. 1.600 botow 
Itxjrly Strooi) 

•57 

100 *»*•«m of Uwrty 

Straat 

•50 

1.800 upatraam ot Ubarty 

Straat 


5.150 upstraam of Ubarty 

•7» 

2.600 doamaaaaro of 

Corpora* Boundary. 

•83 

1,800 doamaSfaam of 

Corpora* Boundary. 

•83 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. Robert G. Chappell. National Flood 
Insurance Program. (202) 426-1460 or 
Toll Free Line (800) 424-8872 (In Alaska 
and Hawaii call Toll Free Line (800) 424- 
8080), Room 5150.451 Seventh Street 
SVV., Washington, D.C 20410. 

EFFECTIVE OATE: March 20,1980. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Federal Insurance Administrator gives 
notice of the correction to the Notice of 
proposed determinations of base (100- 
vear) flood elevations for selected 
locations in the Town of Middleton, 
Essex County. Massachusetts, 
previously published at 44 FR 51247 on 
August 31.1979. in accordance with 
Section 110 of the Flood Disaster 
Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L 93-234). 

87 Stat. 980, which added Section 1363 
to the National Flood Insurance Act of 
1968 (Title XIII of the Housing and 
L’rban Development Act of 1968 (Pub. L 
£*M48)). 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 44 
(TR 67.4(a) (presently appearing at its 


former Title 24. Chapter 10, Part 
1917.4(a)). 

(National Flood Insurance Act of 196* (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1966). effective January 28.1969 (33 FR 
17804. November 28.1968), as amended; 42 
U.S.C. 4001-4128; Executive Order 12127. 44 
FR 19367; and delegation of authority to 
Federal Insurance Administrator 44 FR 20963) 
Issued: March 11.1980. 

Gloria M. Jimenez, 

Fedora! Insurance Administrator. 

[FR Doc KMttlU Filed S-19-6& fl 45 «m| 
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44 CFR Part 67 

[Docket No. FEMA-5702] 

National Flood Insurance Program; 
Proposed Flood Elevation 
Determinations for the Village of Lake 
Barrington, Lake County. III.; 
Correction 

agency: Federal Insurance 

Administration, FEMA. 

action: Correction of proposed rule. 

summary: This document corrects a 
proposed rule on base (100-year) flood 
elevations that appeared on page 44 FR 
57436 of the Federal Register of October 
5,1979. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 5,1979. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. Robert G. Chappell. National Flood 
Insurance Program. (202) 426-1460 or 
Toll Free Line 800-424-8872, Room 5150, 
451 Seventh Street, SW. Washington, 
D.C. 20410 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

notice, of proposed flood elevation 
determination for the Village of Lake 
Barrington, Lake County. Illinois 
published on October 5,1979 at 44 FR 
57436 in the Federal Register, showing 
the flood elevation in the Village of Lake 
Barrington. Illinois, along the Flint 
Creek, just upstream of private 
footbridge (about 0.37 mile downstream 
from Kelsey Road bridge) 747* (NGVD), 
should be corrected to read Ju9t 
upstream of private footbridge (about 
0.37 mile downstream of Kelsey Road 
bridge) 741* (NGVD). 

(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968), effective January 28.1969 (33 FR 
17804. November 28.1968). as amended; 42 
U.S.C 4001-4128; Executive Order 12127, 44 
FR 19367; and delegation of authority to 
Federal Insurance Administrator, 44 FR 
20963).) 


Issued: March 7.1980, 

Gloria M. Jimenez, 

Federal Insurance A dministrator. 

[FR Doc. 00-0522 Filed 3-19-40. S45 «mj 
BILLING COOC 8718-03-81 


44 CFR Part 67 
(Docket No. FI-568*] 

National Flood Insurance Program; 
Revision of Proposed Flood Elevation 
Determinations for the Village of 
Watervllle, Lucas County. Ohio 

agency: Federal Insurance 
Administration, FEMA. 
action: Proposed rule. 

summary: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations listed 
below for selected locations in the 
Village of Waterville, Lucas County, 
Ohio. 

Due to recent engineering analysis, 
this proposed rule revises the proposed 
determinations of base (100-year) flood 
elevations published in the Anthony 
Wayne Herald on September 5.1979 
and September 12.1980, and in 44 FR 
51253 published on August 31,1979. and 
hence supersedes those previously 
published rules. 

dates: The period for comment will be 
ninety (90) days following the second 
publication of this notice in a newspaper 
of local circulation in the above named 
community. 

addresses: Maps and other information 
showing the detailed outlines of the 
flood-prone areas and the proposed 
flood base (100 year) elevations are 
available for review at the City Hall, 
Waterville. Ohio. 

SEND COMMENTS TO: Mr. Clayton 
Chandler. City Administrator. Village of 
Waterville, P.O. Box 250, W r aterville, 
Ohio 43560. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. Robert G. Chappell. National Flood 
Insurance Program, (202) 426-1460 or 
Toll Free Line (800) 424-8872 (In Alaska 
and Hawaii call Toll Free Line (800) 424- 
9080). Room 5150,451 Seventh Street 
SW.. Washington, D.C 20410. 
SUPPLEMENTARY information: Proposed 
base (100-year) flood elevations are 
listed below for selected locations in the 
Village of Waterville, Ohio, in 
accordance with section 110 of the Flood 
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 
93-234), 87 Stat. 980. which added 
section 1383 to the National Flood 
Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 (Pub. L 90-448). 42 U.S.C. 4001- 
4128, and 44 CFR 67.4(a)). 
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These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain 
management measures that the 
community is required to either adopt or 
show evidence of being already in effect 


in order to qualify or remain qualified 
for participation in the National Flood 
Insurance Program (NFIP). 

These modified elevations will also be 
used to calculate the appropriate flood 


insurance premium rates for new 
buildings and their contents and for the 
second layer of insurance on existing 
buildings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


Propot+d Bass (100-Year) Flood Elevations 


Ocy/tmm/oouHy 


Soiree of tooting 


in 

Iwt about 
ground "Btutfion 

m feat 

(NOVO) 


(V) Watery** Lucea County - 


Maps raaM M Qty Hal, Watery** dm 


CtavrnVtann corporate 0n*».— . . 

Aim dowmtraam *om State Route 64____ 

Apprxwnate* 400 teat upMrttm from State Route 64 _, 

Aim dcmnMraam Irom abandon** Font Road Mdga____ 

Approximate* 400 teM uptfraam from abandon** Font Rood bndgo 
Mpaaraam corporate Irnsa__ 


•606 

•612 

•613 

•616 

•620 

•622 


Sand command! to Mr Clayton Chant**. Oy AOmMritor. Waga at Wadarv** P.O. Box 250. Waterv*a, Oteo 43S66. 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of Mouifng and Urban Development Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1909 (33 FR 17804 
November 28. 196^ Mamended; 42 U.S.C. 400t-«12*; Executive Order 12127, 44 FR 19367; and delegation of authority to Federal Imurance 
Administrator. 44 FR 20963) 

Issued: March 7.1980. 

Gloria M. Jlmenex, 

Federal Insurance Administrator. 


[FR Doc. SO-SS30 Plted J-IS-60 845 am) 

BILLING CODE 4718-03-41 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Coast Guard 
46 CFR Part 35 
ICGD 73-243) 

Withdrawal of Proposed Requirement 
for Cargo Information Cards for 
Flammable and Combustible Cargoes 

Cross Reference: For a document 
withdrawing a Coast Guard proposal 
concerning cargo information cards for 
flammable and combustible cargoes, see 
FR Doc. 80-6487 in the Rules section of 
this issue. Refer to the table of contents 
for the correct page number. 


BILLING COOC 4810-14-81 




















18041 


Notices 


Federal Register 
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This soctjon of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains documents other than rules or 
proposed rules that are applicable to the 
public. Notices of hearings and 
investigations, committee meetings, agency 
decisions and rulings, delegations of 
authority, filing of petitions and 
applications and agency statements of 
conization and functions are examples 
of documents appearing in this section. 


ADMINISTRATIVE CONFERENCE OF 
THE UNITED STATES 

Committee on Rulemaking and Public 
Information; Public Meeting 

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (Pub. L 92-403). notice is 
hereby given of a meeting of the 
Committee on Rulemaking and Public 
information for the Administrative 
Conference of the United States, to be 
held at 10:00 a.m., April 4,1980 in the 
Library of the Conference. 2120 L Street 
N W., Suite 500, Washington. D.C. 

The Committee will meet to consider 
further the Conference’s project on trade 
regulation rulemaking by the Federal 
Trade Commission. 

Attendance is open to the interested 
public, but limited to the space 
available. Persons wishing to attend 
should notify the Office of the Chairman 
of the Administrative Conference at 
least two days in advance. The 
Committee Chairman, if he deems it 
appropriate, may permit members of the 
public to present oral statements at the 
meeting: any member of the public may 
file a written statement with the 
Committee before, during or after the 
meeting. 

For further information concerning 
this Committee meeting, contact Michael 
W. Bowers (202-254-7020). Minutes of 
the meeting will be available on request. 
Richard K. Berg, 

Executive Secretary, 

March 14. I960. 

ini Doc OM42J FU*j J-UMtt ft 4ft *ra] 

SILUNQ COO( 4110-41-41 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Soil Conservation Service 
Pennahatchee Creek Watershed, Ga. 

agency: Soil Conservation Service. U.S. 
Department of Agriculture. 


action: Notice of Deauthorization of 
Federal Funding. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

James W. Mitchell. Director, 

Watersheds Division. Soil Conservation 
Service. U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
P.O. Box 2890. Washington. D.C 20013 
(202-447-3527). 

notice: Pursuant to the Watershed 
Protection and Flood Prevention Act, 
Pub. L 83-566, and the Soil 
Conservation Service Guidelines (7 CFR 
Part 622), the Soil Conservation Service 
gives notice of the deauthorization of 
Federal funding for the Pennahatchee 
Creek Watershed project. Dooly County, 
Georgia, effective on February 13,1980. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 10.904. Watershed Protection 
and Flood Prevention Program. Pub, L. 83- 
566.18 U.S.C 1001-1008.) 

Dated: March 10, I960. 

Joseph W. Haas, 

Assistant Administrator for Water Resources, 
Soil Conservation Service, 

JFR Doc STMHl? FUad M1WI), ft4* mJ 

BILLING CODE S410-14-M 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

(Dockets 37868, 33640, and 37822; Order 
80-3-881 

Boston-London Exemption; Braniff 
Airways, Inc. and American Airlines, 
Inc.; Order Inviting Exemption 
Applications 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington. D.C, 
on the 14th day of March, 1980. 

In the matter of Applications of 
Braniff Airways, Inc. American Airlines. 
Inc. for an exemption pursuant to 
section 416(b) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, as amended. 

The July 23,1977 Air Services 
Agreement between the Government of 
the United States of America and the 
Government of the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Northern Ireland 
(Bermuda 2) was highly restrictive, 
specifying both the gateways that may 
be used for U.S.-London service, and the 
number of carriers each country may 
designate to serve each gateway. By 
effectively precluding new entry, 
competition under Bermuda 2 only 
existed among the limited number of 
U.S.-London incumbents in specific city- 
pair markets. 


Negotiations were held in recent 
months in an attempt to liberalize 
Bermuda 2 and strengthen the forces of 
competition in U.S.-lx>ndon markets. 

The new ad referendum agreement 
initialed on March 5.1980 insures that 
the traveling public on both sides of the 
ocean will have within the next few 
years a much broader choice of carrier 
and gateway options. 

One result of the ad referendum 
agreement is that the United States has 
obtained the right to designate a second 
carrier for the Boston-London route after 
April 14,1980, and to make additional 
designations later for other routes. 

While this will not promote competition 
as effectively as free entry, it represents 
a major expansion of trans-atlantic air 
routes between the United States and 
the United Kingdom, and wc intend to 
implement these new rights as quickly 
as possible. 

The purpose of this order is to invite 
applications for temporary exemption 
authority to serve Boston-London 
pending a certification proceeding which 
is instituted concurrently. 

Boston enjoyed service to London by 
two U.S. carriers until 1978, at which 
time Pan American's designation for this 
route was withdrawn. This was a result 
of the Bermuda 2 agreement, which 
allowed the United States to make dual 
designations at only two U.S. cities. At 
the President's request, the Board 
investigated the service needs at the 
points that were candidates for dual 
designation. The Board recommended to 
the President that New York and Los 
Angeles be selected, and that only Trans 
World Airlines be allowed to continue 
nonstop Boston-London service. * 1 This 
was a difficult choice for the Board, as 
we found that both Los Angeles and 
Boston could support nonstop service by 
two U.S. carriers, and that we "would 
infinitely have preferred" nol to have 
had to make such a recommendation. 

We therefore expressed support for a 
proposal that was made by President 
Carter to the British Prime Minister that 
the United States be permitted to 
designate three cities—Boston. Los 
Angeles, and New York—from nonstop 
service to London by two U.S. carriers, 
in return for making available 
comparable competitive opportunities to 
U.K. carriers.* After extensive 
negotiations, these rights have been 


‘Order 78-5-146. May 24.1078* 

1 Id at 10-11. 
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obtained, and the Board is now in a 
position to restore competitive U.S.-flag 
service to the Boston-London market. 

Since immediate implementation of 
the United States' new designation right 
is essential to our policy of promoting 
competition in the U.S.-London market, 
we have decided to issue a pendente lite 
exemption for Boston-London service. 9 
Even the most expeditious certification 
proceeding would take several months, 
effectively precluding inauguration of 
new service during the upcoming peak 
season unless authority is granted 
immediately, new services might not be 
instituted in 1980 at all, and the agreed 
upon plan for phasing in new U.S.- 
London routes will be frustrated. The 
Government of the United Kingdom will 
face no institutional obstacles to 
immediate utilization of its 
corresponding designation rights in 1980. 
On the other hand, the Board can only 
effectuate the terms of the agreement 
with the U.K., and grasp the carefully- 
balanced rights accorded U.S.-flag 
carriers, by using its exemption power 
to grant a U.S. carrier operating 
authority. We find that overriding 
transportation and foreign aviation 
policy considerations require that we 
grant interim route authority under our 
section 416 exemption power, in lieu of 
section 401 certification. Concurrently, a 
certificate proceeding will be conducted 
that should result in an award by 
January 31,1981. 

Since the Board s primary goal in 
granting an exemption is to ensure that 
service is implemented as soon as 
possible and reliably maintained until a 
certificate award is implemented, we 
will entertain exemption applications 
only from carriers that can show that 
they are capable of inaugurating service 
no later than June 1, I960, with a 
minimum of five round-trips per week. * * * 4 * 
In accordance with the Kodiak 


•to Order 79-10-133, October 22.1979. the Board 
deferred action on all current application* to aenro 

Boiton pending an environmental assessment. 
However, we indicated that in “umiaual 
circumstance*" w# would consider new route 
application* for Boston authority, and the need to 
take advantage of the newly acquired Boston- 
London rights la sufficiently unusual to justify Board 
action. We have also decided to waive the 
requirement that all applicants submit 
environmental evaluations with their applications. 

In PR-21 6, February 2ft, 1900. we adopted re vision* 
to Part 312 which eliminate that requirement except 
In specified circumstances not applicable here. 
While these amendments are not yet effective, we 
see no useful purpose to the Submissions and we 
will therefore grant a waiver pursuant to | 3114. 

4 Applications for Boston-London exemptions 
have been filed by Braniff Airways Inc. (Docket 
33MO) and American Airlines. Inc. (Docket 37822). 
We will consolidate these applications into this 
docket. To the extent that they have not already 
done to, Braniff and American should file the 
Information requested in the Appendices to this 
order. 


doctrine,* we will be careful in granting 
exemption authority to avoid actions 
which prejudice the Board s decision in 
the certification case. 

We will carefully examine the 
Irretrievable expenditures of capital and 
resources that any applicant would 
incur such as the cost of opening new 
stations, and of obtaining suitable 
aircraft and ground support facilities. In 
addition, we will review the applicants' 
qualifications and experience in long 
haul, large aircraft operations. 

The time available for decision will 
not allow extensive investigation into 
fitness issues. Therefore, we intend to 
rely primarily upon officially noticeable 
data and prior determinations of a 
carrier's qualifications in reviewing 
applications. If a carrier cannot 
establish its qualifications on this basis, 
we will take this factor into 
consideration in making our decision. 

If more than one application is 
received that meets these criteria, the 
Board will select the carrier most likely 
to offer the best service with low point- 
to-point. unrestricted fares. Because the 
most important reason for granting an 
exemption is to insure that service is 
instituted quickly and maintained over 
the short-term, the Board will place 
relatively less weight on fare proposals 
than it would in a certificate case, where 
long-term consumer benefits 
predominate in the decisional process. 
We recognize that short-term authority 
may require a different pricing 
philosophy, inasmuch as there is no 
guarantee that startup and 
developmental costs can be recouped 
over the long run. 

The exemption authority will be 
marked to expire 60 days after the 
newly certificated carrier’s authority 
becomes effective. We emphasize that 
an exempted carrier can expect 
absolutely no preference in the 
certificate proceeding. A carrier that 
would suffer unacceptable capital losses 
if it must relinquish the route should not 
apply for an exemption. 

The standards for selection in the 
certificate case will be significantly 
different from those for an exemption 
award. The Board will weigh long-term 
consumer benefits in the certificate case, 
and the ability to mount a scheduled 
service on short notice will carry little 
weight. Importantly, a carrier proposing 
superior services and lower fares will 
not be given less consideration simply 
for a lack of experience in long haul, 
large aircraft service. By the same token, 
a carrier operation under the exemption 
may well propose a different level of 


• Kodiak Airway % Inc. v. CAB. 447 P_2d 341 (D C 
Dr 1971). 


fares and services in the certificate case, 
for the reasons stated above. 

The Board's tentative schedule for 
granting exemption authority is as 
follows: 

Applications with supporting data. March 
24; answers and rebuttal date. April 7. 

Due to time constraints, no replies to 
answers will be accepted. 

We intend to issue instructions to the 
staff shortly thereafter at an open 
meeting. A final order will be issued 
well before the June 1 start-up date. 

Accordingly. 

1. Carriers interested in obtaining 
Boston-London exemption authority 
should submit applications, including 
the information described in the 
Appendices to this order, by March 24. 
I960; • 

2. Answers to applications and 
rebuttal information should be 
submitted by April 7. I960; 

3. The board delegates authority to the 
Director, Bureau of International 
Aviation, to issue procedural orders and 
grant waivers of filing dates. This 
authority may be redelegated; 

4. We consolidate the exemption 
applications of Braniff Airways, Inc., 
Docket 33640. and American Airlines, 
inc.. Docket 37822, into this docket; and 

5. Pursuant to the Board's regulations 
(§ 312.6), we hereby waive the 
requirement that applicants for Boston- 
London exemption authority file 
environmental evaluations with their 
applications. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 1 
PhytUsT. Kaylor, 

Secretary 

(Ft Ooc. ao-4MS Msd 3-10-4U •«) 

Bit UNO COOC 4220-41-y 


(Docket 37867; Order 80-3-87) 

Boston-London Service Case; Order 
Instituting Investigation 

Adopted by ihe Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington. D.C. 
on the 14th day of March. 1980. 

Until 1970, service from Boston was 
provided by two U.S. carriers—Trans 
World Airlines (TWA) and Pan 
American World Airways (Pan Am). 
However, the United States-United 
Kingdom bilaterial agreement was 
amended to provide for only one U.S, 
carrier to operate over the Boston- 
London route. Pam Am's designation 
was withdrawn as a result of that 


•All Boston-London exemption applications will 
be consolidated by the Board into Docket 3766a. 

* All Memben concurred. 
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agreement. * 1 * * On March 5,1900. 
representatives of the United States and 
the United Kingdom initialed an ad 
referendum amendment to the 
agreement which allows the U.S. to 
again designate a second carrier to 
serve this route. 

For many years, there has been a 
steady liberalization of U.S. policy in 
international aviation. As a part of that 
liberalization, the United States has 
negotiated more procompetitive 
bilateral agreements in an attempt to 
create a foreign air transportation 
system that is responsive to the needs of 
the travelling and shipping public. It has 
invested considerable resources and 
traded valuable economic rights in order 
to achieve this goal. The new Boston- 
London right has been acquired only 
after extensive and difficult 
negotiations. While it will not produce 
the same high level of competition that 
results from multiple entry, it will 
introduce a measure of U.S.-carrier 
competition into this market. Therefore 
we find that it is consistent with the 
public convenience and necessity that 
we designate a second U.S.-flag carrier 
to serve the Boston-London market 

We have decided to institute the 
Boston-London Service Case. Docket 
37867, and to set it for oral evidentiary 
hearing before an administrative law 
judge.* We expect this proceeding to 
consider which carriers should be 
selected for primary and back-up 
authority to implement this additional 
right under the ad referendum 
agreement and what conditions, terms 
or limitations, if any. should be attached 
to that authority. In selecting carriers for 
this route, we will consider the fares and 
services that the applicants can provide 
as the primary measure of consumer 
benefit Because of the absence of 
competitive incentives in limited-entry 
routes, we decided to issue three-year, 
experimental certificates under section 
401(d)(8) of the Act in the Wildcard 
Route Case,"Docket 35752.* We found 
that temporary, experimental awards 
were necessary to insure that the 
selected carrier reasonably adhered to 
the fare and service proposals which 
formed the basis for its selection. For 
the same reasons, we have decided that 
primary and back-up authority for the 


Order 78-5-146, May 24,19?* 

1 Since the immediate exercise of fhij right l« 

'M>rniud to the Board s policy of promoting 

competition in the U S, London market and to the 
pnaftd implementation of the ad referendum 
Agreement we have issued concurrently with this 
order • retjoett that carriers submit applications for 
pendente hte exemption authority to serve the 
Boston London route. Order SO-3-88. March 14. 
issa 

•The Board's decision ta that case was submitted 
to the President on February 2* I960 


Boston-London route will also be limited 
to temporary experimental certificates. 
The duration of those certificates will be 
considered in the case. 

We also wish to reduce the delay and 
costs of the evidentiary burdens 
typically associated with traditional 
carrier selection cases. Specifically, we 
expect the judge and the parties to make 
a concerted effort to reduce the quantity 
of required exhibit material, eliminate 
duplication and excessive detail, 
standardize methodology and focus on 
significant facts and assumptions. 
Resolution of these matters will, of 
course, remain with the administrative 
law judge. We are setting a January 31, 
1981 target date for Board decision. 

In Order 86-3-88 we explained our 
decision tajnake an exception to our 
deferral on environmental grounds of 
Boston route awards. That explanation 
does not warrant repetition here. For 
purposes of this investigation, we have 
also decided to waive the requirement 
that all applicants submit environmental 
evaluations with their applications. 

In PR-218 we adopted revisions to 
Part 312 of the Board's Regulations 
which, among other things, eliminate the 
requirement that environmental 
evaluations be filed by applicants for 
route awards. While these amendments 
are not currently effective, they will be . 
applicable by the time this proceeding 
reaches us for decision. 4 Therefore, we 
see no useful purpose to their 
submission. 

Accordingly. 

1. We institute the Boston-London 
Service Case, Docket 37867. and set it 
for oral hearing before an administrative 
law judge of the Board at a time.and 
place to be designated: 

2. The proceeding instituted in 
paragraph 1 shall include consideration 
of the following issues: 

(a) which additional carrier should be 
authorized to engage in foreign air 
transportation of persons, property and 
mail between Boston. Massachusetts 
and London. England (Gatwick); 

(b) which carrier should be granted 
back-up authority between Boston, 
Massachusetts and London. England 
(Gatwick); and 

(c) for the carrier or carriers 
authorized to engage in this service, 
what terms, conditions or limitations, if 
any, should be attached to that 
authority. 

3. Applications, motions to 
consolidate applications conforming to 
the scope of this proceeding, petitions 
from interested parties and petitions for 
reconsideration of this order shall be 


•The Board adopted PR-218 on February 28,198* 
It will become effective on Apnl 26,198* 


filed within 20 days of the service date 
of this order (£e, no later than April 7, 
1980); responsive answers shall be filed 
within 10 days thereafter (/.e., no later 
than April 17,1980); and 

4. Pursuant to the Board's Regulations 
(5 312.6), we hereby waive the 
requirement that applicants for Boston- 
London authority file environmental 
evaluations with their applications. 

We shall publish this order in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

All Members concurred. 

Phyllis T. Kay!or. 

Secretary. 

IFR Doc 80-OM7 Filed V1M& *45 cm) 

6HUMQ COOC 4520-01-41 


(Docket 37866; Order $0-3-861 

Denver-London Exemption; Order 
inviting Exemption Applications 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C^ 
on the 14th day of March. 1980. 

The July 23.1977 Air Services 
Agreement between the Government of 
the United States of America and the 
Government of the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Northern Ireland 
(Bermuda 2) was highly restrictive, 
specifying both the gateways that may 
be used for U.S.-London service, and the 
number of carriers each country may 
designate to serve each gateway. By 
effectively precluding new entry, 
competition under Bermuda 2 only 
existed among the limited number of 
U.S.-London incumbents in specific city- 
pair markets. 

Negotiations were held in recent 
months in an attempt to liberalize 
Bermuda 2 and strengthen the forces of 
competition in U.S.-U>ndon markets. 

The new ad referendum agreement 
initialed on March 5,1980 insures that 
the traveling public on both sides of the 
ocean will have within the next few 
years a much broader choice of carrier 
and gateway options. 

One result of the ad referendum 
agreement is that the United States has 
obtained the right to designate a carrier 
for the Denver-London route after April 
14.1980, and to make additional 
designations later for other routes. 

While this will not promote competition 
as effectively as free entry, it represents 
a major expansion of transatlantic air 
routes between the United States and 
the United Kingdom, and we intend to 
implement these new rights as quickly 
as possible. 

The purpose of this order is to invite 
applications for temporary exemption 
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authority to serve Denver-London 
pending a certification proceeding which 
is instituted concurrently. 

In our decision in the Wildcard 
Route Case , Docket 35752, we noted the 
merits of a Denver-London nonstop 
service, and Denver was our second 
choice for gateway designation, * 1 Denver 
has never received direct service to 
London other than occasional changc-of- 
gauge operations by TWA. Passengers 
have been forced to travel circuitous, 
time-consuming routings to get to 
London. This inconvenience should be 
somewhat reduced by our 
recommendation of Minneapolis/SL 
Paul as the Wild Card city. That • 

gateway will provide a relatively 
noncircuitous routing for Denver’s 
London-bound traffic. However, this fact 
does not lessen Denver’s need for 
nonstop service. 

Since immendiate implementation of 
the United States’ new designation right 
is essential to our policy of promoting 
competition in the U.S.-London market, 
we have decided to issue a pendente lite 
exemption for Denver-London service. 1 * 
Even the most expeditious certification 
proceeding would take several months, 
effectively precluding inauguration of 
new service during the upcoming peak 
season. Unless authority is granted 
immendiately. new services might not 
be instituted in I960 at all. and the 
agreed upon plan for phasing in new 
U.S.-London routes will be frustrated. 
The Government of the United Kingdom 
will face no institutional obstacles to 
immediate utilization of its 
corresponding designation rights in 1900. 
On the other hand, the Board can only 
effectuate the terms of the agreement 
with the U.K., and grasp the carefully- 
balanced rights accorded U.S.-fiag 
carriers, by using its exemption power 
to grant a U.S. carrier operating 
authority. We find that overriding 
transportation and foreign aviation 
policy considerations require that we 
grant interim route Authority under our 
section 416 exemption power, pending 
section 401 certification. Concurrently, a 
certificate proceeding will be conducted 
that should result in an award by the 
end of January 31,1981. 

Since the Board’s primary goal in 
granting an exemption is to ensure that 
service is implemented a9 soon as 


'The Board * decision in that ante wet submitted 
to the President on February 2ft. lOftO 

1 We have decided to waive the requirement that 
ell applicants submit environmental evaluations 

with their applications. In PR-218. February 28, 

tflttX we adopted revisions lo Part 312 which 
eliminate that requirement except in specified 
circumstances not applicable here. While these 

amendments axe not yet effective, we see no useful 
purpose to the submissions and we will therefore 
grant a waiver pursuant to | 312ft, 


possible and reliably maintained until a 
certificate award is implemented, we 
will entertain exemption applications 
only from carriers that can show that 
they are capable of Inaugurating service 
no later than )une 1,1980, with a 
minimum of five round-trips per week. 

In accordance with the Kadiak doctrine, 
we will be careful in granting exemption 
authority to avoid actions which 
prejudice the Board s decision In the 
certification case.* We will carefully 
examine the irretrievable expenditures 
of capital and resources that any 
applicant would incur such as the cost 
of opening new stations, and of 
obtaining suitable aircraft and ground 
support facilities. In addition, we will 
examine closely an applicant’s 
qualifications and experience in long 
haul, large aircraft operations. 

The time available for decision will 
not allow extensive investigation into 
fitness issues. Therefore, we intend to 
rely primarily upon officially noticeable 
data and prior determinations of a 
carrier's qualifications in reviewing 
applications, if a carrier cannot 
establish its qualifications on this basis, 
we will take this factor into 
consideration in making our decision. 

If more than one application is 
received that meets these criteria, the 
Board will select the carrier most likely 
to offer the heart service with low point- 
to-point, unrestricted fares. Because the 
most important reason for granting an 
exemption is to insure that service is 
instituted quickly and maintained over 
the short-term, the Board will place 
relatively less weight on fare proposals 
than it would in a certificate case, where 
long-term consumer benefits 
predominate in the decisional process. 
We recognize that short-term authority 
may require a different pricing 
philosophy, inasmuch as there is no 
guarantee that startup and 
developmental costs can be recouped 
over the long run. 

The exemption authority will be 
marked to expire 60 days after the 
newly certificated carrier’s authority 
becomes effective. We emphasize that 
an exempted carrier can expect 
absolutely no preference in the 
certificate proceeding. A carrier that 
would suffer unacceptable capital losses 
if it must relinquish the route should not 
apply for an exemption. 

The standards for selection in the 
certificate case will be significantly 
different from those for an exemption 
award. The Board will weigh long-term 
consumer benefits in the certificate case, 
and the ability to mount a scheduled 


'Kodiak AJrnvyt Inc. r. CAA. 447 ¥2d 341 (D C 
Cir. 1071]. 


service on short notice will carry little 
weight. Importantly, a carrier proposing 
superior services and lower fares will 
not be given less consideration simply 
for a lack of experience in long haul, 
large aircraft service. By the same token, 
a carrier operating under the exemption 
may well propose a different level of 
fares and services in the certificate case, 
for the reasons stated above. 

The Board’s tentative schedule for 
granting exemption authority is as 
follows: 

Applications with supporting data. 
March 24. 

Answers and rebuttal data. April 7. 

Due to time constraints no replies to 
answers will be accepted. 

We intend to issue instructions to the 
staff shortly thereafter at an open 
meeting. A final order will be issued 
well before the June 1 start-up date. 

Accordingly: 

1. Carriers interested in obtaining 
Denver-London exemption authority 
should submit applications, including 
the information described in the 
Appendices to this order, by March 24, 
i960: 4 

2. Answers to applications and 
rebuttal information should be 
submitted by April 7.1980; 

3. The Board delegates authority to 
the Director. Bureau of International 
Aviation, to issue procedural orders and 
grant waivers of filing dates; this 
authority may be redelegated; and 

4. Pursuant to the Board’s Regulations 
(5 312.6), we hereby waive the 
requirement that applicants for Denver- 
London exemption authority file 
environmental evaluations with their 
applications. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board: • 

Phyllis T. Koylor. 

Secretary . 

[TO Doc. riled s-is-se, 845 am) 

ft I LUNG COOC 4320-01-11 


(Docket 37430] 

Richard Lawrence Garwin and Pan 
American World Airways, Inc.; 
Enforcement Proceeding; Assignment 
of Proceeding 

This proceeding is hereby assigned to 
Administrative Law Judge Henry M. 
Switkay. Future communications should 
be addressed to Judge Switkay. 


• AU Denver-London exemption* application* will 
be consolidated by the Board'* into Docket 3780ft. 
•Ail Member* concurred. 
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Doted ot Washington, D.C. March 14.1980. 
Joseph I. Saunders, 

Chief A dm wist rati ve Law Judge. 

|tt Doc SO.OS44 m«d }-1Ma a 45 am] 

BILLING COOC *3*0-01-11 


Golden West Airlines; Fitness 
investigation and Show-Cause 
Proceeding. 

agency: Civil Aeronautics Board. 
action: Notice of Order 80-3-90, Fitness 
Investigation and Show-Cause 
Proceeding of Golden West Airlines 
(Dockets 37276 and 37873). 

summary: The Board is issuing an order 
in which it tentatively finds and 
concludes that it is consistent with the 
public convenience and necessity to 
grant the application of Golden West 
Airlines. Inc., for a certificate 
authorizing the air transportation of 
persons, property and mail between the 
terminal point Santa Barbara, the 
intermediate points Oxnard. Palmdale. 
Burbank. Los Angeles and Ontario, and 
the terminal point San Diego. The Board 
is deferring action on the portion of 
Golden West's application which 
requests authority at Orange County 
(Docket 37276). Certification is subject 
to a favorable determination of the 
applicant’s fitness in the Golden West 
Airlines. Inc.. Fitness Investigation 
(Docket 37873). instituted concurrently. 
dates: All interested persons having 
objections to the Board issuing an order 
making final the tentative findings and 
conclusions shall file by April 11,1980, a 
statement of objections together with a 
summary of testimony, statistical data, 
and other material expected to be relied 
upon to support the stated objections. 
Such filings shall be served upon all 
parties listed below. 

addresses: Objections to issuance of a 
final order should be filed in the Dockets 
Section, Civil Aeronautics Board. 
Washington, D.C. 20428. in Docket 
37278. application of Golden West 
Airlines for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity. 

In addition, copies of such filings 
should be served on Golden West 
Airlines, the Public Utilities Commission 
of California, the Mayors of Santa 
Barbara. Oxnard. Palmdale, Burbank, 

Los Angeles. Ontario. Santa Ana and 
San Diego, the Airport Managers of 
Santa Barbara Airport. Los Angeles 
International Airport, Ontario 
International Airport. San Diego 


International Airport. Orange County 
Airport. Ventura County Airport, 
Palmdale Air Terminal and Burbank 
Airport and the President of the 
Burbank-Clendale-Pasadena Airport 
Authority. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Philip |. Reinke, Bureau of Domestic 
Aviation, Civil Aeronautics Board. 1825 
Connecticut Avenue, N.W.. Washington, 
D.C 20428; (202) 673-5105. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
complete text of Order 80-3-00 is 
available from our Distribution Section. 
Room 518,1825 Connecticut Avenue, 
N.W.. Washington. D.C. Persons outside 
the metropolitan area may send a 
postcard request for Order 80-3-90 to 
the Distribution Section, Civil 
Aeronautics Board, Washington. D.C. 
20428. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board: March 14. 
1980. 

Phyllis T. Kay lor. 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc SO-tttf Filed j-io-eo. a45 «m| 

BILLING COOC *3*0-01-41 


(Order 80-3-84) 

Trinidad and Tobago (BWIA 
International) Airways Corp. d.b.a. 
BWIA International—Trinidad and 
Tobago Airways 

agency: Civil Aeronautics Board. 

action: Notice of Order to Show Cause: 
Order 80-3-84._ 

summary: The Board proposes to 
approve the following application: 

Docket: 37300. 

Applicant: Trinidad and Tobago (BWIA 
International) Airways Corporation d/b/s 
BWIA lntemational--Trinidad and Tobago 
Airways. 

Application Date: January 2, I960. 

Authority Sought: Transfer of the foreign air 
carrier permit of British West Indian 
Airways Limited to Trinidad A Tobago 
(BWIA International) Airways Corporation 
d/b/a BWIA International—Trinidad and 
Tobago Airways. 

objections: All interested persons 
having objections to the Board's 
tentative findings and conclusions that 
this authority should be granted, as 
described in the order cited above, shall. 
NO LATER THAN April 10,1980, file a 
statement of such objections with the 
Civil Aeronautics Board (20 copies) and 
mail copies to the applicant the 
Department of Transportation, the 
Department of State, and the 


Ambassador of Trinidad and Tobago. A 
statement of objections must cite the 
docket number and mu9t include a 
summary of testimony, statistical data, 
or other supprting evidence. 

If no objections are filed, the 
Secretary of the Board will enter an 
order which will, subject to disapproval 
by the President, make final the Board's 
tentative findings and conclusions and 
issue the proposed permit. 

ADDRESSES FOR OBJECTIONS: 

Docket 37360, Docket Section, Civil 
Aeronautics Board, Washington, D.C. 

2042S. 

Trinidad and Tobago (BWIA International) 
Airways Corporation, c/o Vemer. Uipfcrt, 
Bernhard and McPherson. Suite 1100.1660 
L Street. N.W„ Washington, D.C. 20030. 

TO QET A COPY OF THE COMPLETE ORDER: 

Request it from the C.A.B. Distribution 
Section. Room 518,1825 Connecticut 
Avenue. N.W.. Washington, D.C 20428. 
Persons outside the Washington 
metropolitan area may send a postcard 
request. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Bruce W. Solow. Legal Division, Bureau 
of International Aviation, Civil 
Aeronautics Board: (202) 673-5203. 

By the Civil Aemautics Board: March 14. 
1980. 

Phyllis T. Kay lor, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc eo-ttis Fil«J 3-1S-S0: *45 «m) 

BILLING COOC *3*0-01-41 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Foreign-Trade Zones Board 
[Docket No. 1-801 

Proposed Foreign-Trade Zone In 
Panama City, Fla. 

As a result of a request made by the 
American Iron and Steel Institute, the 
deadline for the submission of 
comments on this proposal (45 FR 2077, 
January 10,1980) has been extended 
from March 13.1980. to April 18.1980. 

Dated: March 14,1980. 

John J. Da Ponte. Jr.. 

Executive Secretary. Foreign • Trade Zones 
Board. 

|m Doc io-esoe r.ird >-i«-sot *45 am) 

BILLING COOC 3510**5-44 
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National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

l PD/NSC-54) 

Operational Land Remote Sensing 
Satellite Program; Planning 
Conference Notice 

agency: National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration. 

Commerce. 

action: Notice of Workshop on Private 
Sector Involvement in Civil Land 
Remote Sensing Satellite Program. 

summary: Presidential Directive NSC- 
54 has assigned the National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration 
(NOAA) the responsibility for managing 
the operational civil land remote sensing 
satellite program and stated the goal of 
eventual operation of these activities by 
the private sector. Accordingly. NOAA 
is developing a time-phased transition 
plan which includes ways to encourage 
private sector participation. NOAA has 
engaged Operations Research 
Incorporated (ORJ) to conduct a 2-day 
workshop to seek private sector views 
and to assist in the development of 
methods for private sector participation 
during the planning and implementation 
phases of the program. 

DATES: This workshop will be 
conducted on April 21 and 22.1980. at 
the Howard Johnson Convention Center 
in Flainview. Long Island, New York. 
Individuals wishing to attend this 
workshop are requested to respond in 
writing on or before April 4. I960, 
indicating their names, addresses, 
telephone numbers and affiliations. 
address: Mr. Howard Lefkowilz, ORL 
1400 Spring Street. Silver Spring. 
Maryland 20910. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. Howard Lefkowitz; telephone (301) 
588-6180. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

workshop will begin at 9 a,m. on 
Monday. April 21.1980 and will 
conclude at approximately 3 p.m. on 
April 22,1980. Sub)ects to be discussed 
at the workshop include, but are not 
limited to. the following: 

• Private sector ownership and 
operation of remote sensing systems or 
portions thereof 

• Joint Government-private sector 
activities 

• Financing. Investment and 
incentives 

• Institutional arrangements 

• Legal and regulatory considerations 

• Mechanisms for evaluation of 
alternative approaches 

• Market development 


Briefings will be conducted on the 
status of the related Landsat program, 
current planning for the operational 
program and methods under 
consideration for enhancing private 
sector participation during the planning 
phase and throughout the transition 
period. Three working groups dealing 
with (1) financial. (2) legislative and 
regulatory, and (3) technical 
management issues will be convened. 
Attendees will be encouraged to express 
their views and to contribute to 
developing solutions to problems and 
resolving issues related to achieving the 
President's goal. Companies, consortia, 
and institutions having an interest in 
financing, management, ownership, 
development or operation of the system 
are invited to attend. 

A block of rooms has been set aside 
for attendees. All costs of travel, 
lodgings, meals, and reservations are the 
responsibility of the attendees. Meeting 
rooms, secretarial support, and supplies 
will be provided by the Government 

Dated: March 12.198a 
Francis J. Balint, 

Acting Director, Office of Management and 
Computer Systems. 

[FR Doc 00-0400 f iWd MMOt &4S am) 

BILLING COOt *S>0-1*4I 


COMMUNITY SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

Waiver of Non-Federal Share 
Requirement for Small Town Emphasis 
Program (STEP) Program 

agency: Community Services 
Administration. 

action: Notice of Non-Federal Share 
Waiver. 


summary: The Community Services 
Administration is filing a notice of 
waiver of non-Federal share 
requirement for the Small Town 
Emphasis Program (STEP) conducted in 
Region III with FY 79 funds. The waiver 
is granted based on the nature of the 
program which supports program 
development and since implemented has 
proven not capable of generating 
substantial non-Federal share. The 
effect of the waiver will be to further the 
program and relieve approximately four 
grantees of the requirement to match 
federal funds for this program. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Charles Friou, Telephone (215) 597-6116. 


(Sec. 602. 78 SUL 53a (42 U-S.C. 2942)) 
Gradela (Grace) Olivarez, 

Director. 

Notice of Waiver of Non-Fodoral Share 
Requirements 

1. Purpose. This notice is issued to 
inform the public of a waiver of the non- 
Federal share requirement for the Small 
Town Emphasis Program (STEP) 
conducted in Region ill of CSA. and the 
criteria on which that waiver is based. 

Z Background. The STEP undertaking 
complements and expands, in Region III 
of CSA, the rural capacity for assistance 
and planning project (RCAP) announced 
in the Federal Register August 3.1978 
(VoL 43. No. 150. page 34183). It is a 
support program to provide CAAs and 
community based organizations (CBOs) 
In areas without CAAs. assistance in 
serving rural communities (including 
towns of less than 10.000 population). In 
accordance with the Rural Development 
Initiatives announced by the President, 
the focus of STEP is on assisting such 
communities to develop the 
infrastructure required to solve water 
and sewer, housing, health, 
transportation, energy and related 
problems adversely affecting low- 
income residents. 

3. Waiver Criteria. Under the 
authority provided in Section 225(c) of 
the Economic Opportunity Act of 1964, 
as amended, the Director is waiving the 
non-Federal share requirement since the 
STEP program (1) provides training and 
technical assistance in support of local 
capacity development: (2) is not the type 
of project that can generate non-Federal 
share as it is process-oriented and not 
designed for direct delivery of services 
to low-income clients; and (30 is 
intended to generate substantial local 
investment but such product will be too 
remote both in time and causation to 
serve as non-Federal share. 

[FR Doc m-toXi FUad *43 mu] 

BILLING COOC U1S-01-M 


COMMISSION OF FINE ARTS 

Various Projects Affecting 
Appearance of Washington, D.C.; 
Meeting 

The Commislon of Fine Arts will next 
meet in open session on Tuesday, April 
8.1980, at lOrtO o.m. in the Commission's 
offices at 708 fackson Place, N.W., 
Washington. D.C. 20006 to discuss 
various projects affecting the 
appearance of Washington. D.C. 

Inquiries regarding the agenda and 
requests to submit written or oral 
statements should be addressed to Mr. 
Charles H. Atherton, Secretary, 
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Commission of Fine Arts, at the above 

address. 

Dated in Washington. D C, March 13.1980. 
Charles H. Atherton, 

Secretary. 

[TR Dot W-S3SS f\Wd 3-1B-4* *45«a| 

•CLUtlO COOt -41 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Department of the Air Force 

USAF Scientific Advisory Board; 
Meeting 

March 7,1980. 

The USAF Scientific Advisory Board 
Planning Meeting for the Summer Study 
on the Long Range Combat Aircraft will 
be held at the Pentagon. Washington, 

D C. on April 10 and 11,1980. The 
meeting will convene at 8:30 a.m. and 
adjourn at 4:30 p.m. each day. 

The Study Croup will hold classified 
discussions and receive classified 
background briefings that will be 
needed to carry out this task. The 
meeting will be closed to the public in 
accordance with Section 552b(c) of Title 
5. United States Code, specifically 
subparagraph (1). 

For further information, contact the 
Scientific Advisory Board Secretariat at 
(202) 697-8845. 

Carol M. Rom. 

Air Force Federal Register. Liaison Officer. 

|KK Doc 14 Filed 3-1*00. *45 «ib| 

Pilling cooe 


USAF Scientific Advisory Board; 

Meeting 

March 10.1980. 

The USAF Scientific Advisory Board 
Tactical Cross-Matrix Panel will meet 
April 22 and 23.1980 from 8:00 a.m. to 
5:00 p.m. at HQ Tactical Air Command, 
Langley, AFB, Virginia. 

The Panel will review concepts of 
operation and munitions options for 
suppression of air defenses. The meeting 
will be closed to the public In 
accordance with Section 552b(c) of Title 
5. U.S.C., specifically subparagraph (1). 

For further information contact the 
Scientific Advisory Board Secretariat at 
(202) 697-4648. 

Carol M. Rose. 

Air Force Federal Register. Liaison Officer. 

I** °oc FUed 3-1*4* *45 tin] 

BILLING COOC 3*1*0141 


USAF Scientific Advisory Board; 
Meeting 

March 6. I960. 

The USAF Scientific Advisory Board 
Ad Hoc Committee on Automatic Test 
Equipment (ATE) will meet on April 23 
and 24.1980 in the Pentagon. 
Washington. D.C. The meeting will 
begin at 1.00 p.m. and adjourn at 5:00 
p.m. on April 23 and will begin at 8:30 

a.m. and adjourn at 500 p.m. on April 24. 
The purpose of the meeting is to review 
and study the status of automatic test 
equipment and related components. 

The meeting will be closed to the 
public in accordance with Section 
552b(c) of Title 5. United States Code, 
specifically subparagraph (4). 

For further information contact the 
Scientific Advisory Board Secretariat at 
(202) 697-8404. 

Carol M. Rom. 

Air Force Federal Register Liaison Officer . 

[TO Doc OO-AIIBFUod 3-1*4* *45 am) 

BILUNG COOC )»1*014f 


Corps of Engineers, Department of the 
Army 

Intent To Prepare a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS), for a Proposed Flood Control 
Project on the Flint River, at Flint 
Township, Genesee County, Mich. 

agency: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 
DoD. 

action: Notice of Intent to Prepare a 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS). 


summary: 

Proposed Actions 

A non-structural flood control project 
is proposed for the Flint River in Flint 
Township. Genesee County, Michigan, 
providing for relief in the affected area 
to the 100-year flood-level. The project 
area lies along the north branch of the 
Flint River, immediately downstream of 
the City of Flint. Flood damges involve 
residential property along Gray Avenue 
and Mitson, Kissmer, and Walton 
Streets. About twenty frame houses are 
within the 100-year Hood plain. 

The tentatively selected plan proposes 
permanent evacuation of most of the 
affected structures, floodplain 
regulation, and recreational 
development. The plan calls for 
acquisition by fee purchase of about 20 
parcels in the flood hazard area, 
demolition or removal of all existing 
structures on those parcels, enforcement 
of building codes and land use control 
measures, and development of 
recreational facilities. * 


Alternatives 

Four alternatives to the recommended 
plan have been proposed and will be 
addressed in the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement: 

(1) Construction of 3.000 feet of dike 
along the river at an estimated cost of 
SI,300,000: 

(2) Channelization of the Flint River 
through Flint Township; 

(3) A combination of dike construction 
and channelization: 

(4) Taking no Federal action. 

Scoping Process 

a. Public Involvement.—To encourage 
public participation in the proposed 
flood control project one public meeting 
has been held and another is planned 
before the release of the FEIS. The first 
meeting, a public workshop, was held on 
July 24.1979 at the Flint Township Hall, 
Genesse County, Michigan. A second 
public meeting will be scheduled in the 
project area after public review of the 
Draft EIS. All affected Federal. State 
and local agencies or other interested 
parties will be invited. 

b. Significant issues to be addressed 
in the EIS are: 

(1) The impacts of structural and non- 
structural alternatives on the aquatic 
and terrestrial habitat in the project 
area; 

(2) Flood-proofing; 

(3) The advantages of demolition 
versus house relocation; 

(4) Recreational facilities to be 
included in the proposed township park, 
their social and environmental impacts; 

c. Other Environmental Review and 
Consultation Requirements—This 
project will be reviewed for compliance 
with the following: The Fish and 
Wildlife Act of 1956: Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act of 1958; National 
Historic Preservation Act of 1968; 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969; Endangered Species Act of 1973; 
Water Resources Development Act of 
1976: Excutive Order 11990, Wetlands 
Protection. May 1977; Executive Order 
11988. Floodplain Management. May 
1977; Clean Air Act of 1977; Clean 
Water Act of 1977; Corps of Engineers, 
Department of the Army. 33 CFR, Part 
230. Environmental Quality: Corps of 
Engineers, Department of the Army, 
Policy and Procedure for Implementing 
NEPA (ER 20B-2-2). 

ESTIMATED DATE OF DEIS RELEASE: It is 
anticipated that the DEIS will be 
available to the public in March 1980. 
ADDRESS: Questions about the proposed 
action and DEIS can be answered by 
Mr. Don Williams, Environmental 
Resources Branch, U.S. Army Corps of 
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Engineers, Box 1027, Detroit. Michigan 
48231. 

Dated: February 1. 1980. 

Robert V. Vermillion. 

Colonel, Corps of Engineers, District 
Engineer. 

(PR Due 80-8307 nird *-10-80 MA mm) 

BILLING COOC J710-GA-H 


Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) for a Regulatory Permit Action 
Involving a proposed Riverport and 
Industrial Park by the Northern 
Kentucky Port Authority In Campbell 
County, KY. 

agency: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 
Louisville District 

action: Notice of Intent to Prepare a 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS). _ 

summary: The Northern Kentucky Port 
Authority proposes to construct a 
Riverport and Industrial Park along the 
Licking River in Campbell County. 
Kentucky. The permit request is 
pursuant to Section 10 of the Rivers and 
Harbors Act of 1899 and a portion of the 
proposal may become subject to Section 
404 of the Clean Water Act 
Notice is hereby given of the 
assumption of lead agency 
responsibility for Federal action for the 
proposed facility by the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers, Louisville DistricL 
The DEIS will address a variety of 
issues. Including but not limited to. air 
quality, water quality, terrestrial and 
aquatic flora and fauna, cultural 
resources. land use, transportation, and 
socioeconomics as they would relate to 
the construction and operation of the 
proposed facility. 

No public scoping meeting Is currently 
planned. Various Federal, State, and 
local agencies and interested 
organizations and individuals will be 
contacted to identify significant issues 
that should be discussed in the DEIS. 
The Louisville District estimates that the 
DEIS will be completed and available 
for public review on or before December 
1.1980. 

AODRCSS: Questions regarding the 
proposed action and the DEIS should be 
directed to Colonel Thomas P. Nack. 
District Engineer. 600 Federal Place, P.O. 
Box 59. Louisville. Kentucky 40201. 
Phone: (502) 582-5601. 

By authority of the Secretary of the Army 
Dated: March 12. I960. 

Thomas P. Nack. 

Colonel, CE District Engineer. 

|FR Doc 80-04 n FV1«4 3-1S-8Q. 84) mj 

BJLUNQ COOC 3710-je-tf 


Department of the Navy 

Naval Discharge Review Board; 

Hearing Locations 

In November 1975, the Naval 
Discharge Review Board commenced to 
convene and conduct prescheduled 
discharge review hearings for a number 
of days each quarter in locations outside 
of the Washington. D.C. area. The cities 
in which these hearings are scheduled 
are determined in part by the 
concentration of applicants in a 
geographical area. 

The following Naval Discharge 
Review Board itinerary for March 
through August 1980 has been approved, 
but remains subject to modification if 
required: 

March 3 through 14.1980—Memphis, TN; 

Dallas. TX: St. Louis. MO 
March 17 through 28.1980—Boston. MA; 
Albany, NY 

April 21 through May 2,1980—Chicago, IL: 
Minneapolis. MN 

May 4 through 16.1980—San Diego. CA; San 
Francisco. CA: Albuquerque, NM 
May 12 through 23,1980—Denver. CO; Salt 
Lake City. UT: Portland. OR 
June 16 through 27,1980—Atlanta. CA; New 
Orleans, LA; Tampa. FL 
July 7 through 18.1980—Chicago, IL; San 
Francisco. CA 

|uly 27 through 6 August. 1980—San Diego, 
CA; Sun Francisco. CA 
August 18 through 29.1980— Boston. MA: 
Albany. NY 

Any former member of the Navy or 
Marine Corps who desires a discharge 
review, either in Washington. D.C. or in 
a city nearer to his or her residence, 
should file an application with the Naval 
Discharge Review Board, using DD Form 
293. If a personal appearance is 
requested, the petitioner should enter on 
the application which location is 
preferred. Application forms [DD 293) 
may be obtained from, and the 
completed application should be mailed 
to. the following address: 

Naval Discharge Review Board. Suite 910, 801 
North Randolph Street Arlington. Virginia 
22203. 

Notice is hereby given that, since the 
foregoing itinerary is subject to 
modification and since, following receipt 
of a new application, the Naval 
Discharge Review Board must obtain the 
applicant's military records before a 
hearing may be scheduled, the 
submission of an application to the 
Naval Discharge Review Board is not 
tantamount to scheduling a hearing. 
Applicants and/or their representatives 
will be notified by mail of the date and 
place of their hearing when personal 
appearance has been requested. 

For further information concerning the 
Naval Discharge Review Board, contact: 


Captain James C. Price, U.& Naval Reserve. 
Executive Secretary, Naval Discharge 
Review Board. Suite 910. 801 North 
Randolph Street. Arlington. Virginia 22203, 
telephone no. (202) 896-4881. 

Dated: March 12.1980. 

P. B Walker. 

Captain, JAGC U.S. Navy Deputy Assistant, 
Judge Advocate General (Administrative 
Lawf 

IKR Doe 60-8411 Plied *-10-80 MS am] 
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Office of Special Counsel for 
Compliance 

Proposed Remedial Order to Phillips 
Petroleum Co. 

agency: Department of Energy. 
action: Notice of proposed remedial 
order to Phillips Petroleum Company 
and opportunity for objection. 

Pursuant to 10 CFR 205.192(c) the 
Office of Special Counsel for 
Compliance of the Economic Regulatory 
Administration (ERA). Department of 
Energy, hereby gives notice that a 
Proposed Remedial Order was issued on 
)anuary 15.1980 to the Phillips 
Petroleum Company. Bartlesville. 
Oklahoma 74004 (Phillips). 

By this Proposed Remedial Order, the 
Office of Special Counsel sets forth 
findings of fact and conclusions of law 
concerning Phillips failure to supply 
Campbell Oil Company (Campbell) with 
Campbell's entire base period 
entitlements of motor gasoline. 
According to the Order, Campbell, an 
East Texas distributor with offices in 
Newton. Texas properly and timely 
designated Phillips to be sole base 
period supplier pursuant to 10 CFR 
211.105(d) of the Mandatory Petroleum 
Allocation Regulations. That provision 
permits a wholesale purchaser-reseller 
which is a branded independent 
marketer and which had multiple base 
period suppliers to designate as its sole 
base period supplier that firm which 
was supplying it on February 28,1979 
and under whose brand it was selling on 
that date, thereby requiring the 
designated supplier to assume the 
supply obligations of the reseller’s other 
base period suppliers. 

Phillips* refusal to accept Cambell’s 
designation, and its subsequent failure 
to assume the supply obligations of 
Campbell’s other three base period 
suppliers constitutes a violation of 10 
CFR 211.105(d). The Order requires 
Phillips to assume this additional supply 
obligation to Campbell beginning with 
the month of November. 1979. 
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A copy of the Proposed Remedial 
Order, with confidential information 
deleted, may be obtained by written 
request from: Milton Jordan. Director, 
Division of Freedom of Information, and 
Privacy Act Activities, Forrestal 
Building. Room GB-145.1000. 
Independence Avenue S.W., 
Washington. D.C. 20585. Attention: 
George W. Young, fr. 

In accordance with the provisions of 
10 CFR 205.193 any aggrieved person 
may file a Notice of Objection to the 
Proposed Remedial Order on or before 
April 4.1980. Such Notice shall be filed 
with: Office of Hearings and Appeals, 
Department of Energy. Room 8114. 2000 
M Street NW., Washington. D.C. 20461. 

Copies of the Proposed Remedial 
Order may be obtained in person from: 
Office of Freedom of Information, 
Reading Room, Forrestal Building. Room 
GA-152,1000 Independence Avenue 
S.W., Washington. D.C. 20585. 

Issued in Washington. D.C on the 10th day 
of March. 1980. 

Paul L Bloom. 

Special Counsel for Compliance . 

[KR Doc 80-6404 FtWd 9-19-80 *4* am| 
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Office of the Special Counsel for 
Compliance 

Action on Consent Order with 
Standard Oil Co. of Ohio 

agency: Department of Energy (DOE). 
action: Adoption of Proposed Consent 
Older as Final. 

summary: The Office of the Special 
Counsel for Compliance (OSC) hereby 
gives the notice required by 10 CFR 
205.199) that it has adopted the consent 
order with Standard Oil Company of 
Ohio (SOHIO). executed on January 15. 
1080 and published for comment in 45 
FR 6425 on January 28,1980. The 
consent order resolves all issues of 
compliance with the DOE Mandatory 
Petroleum Price Regulations, at 
{§ 212.83(b) and 212.84. concerning the 
pricing of imported crude oil between 
affiliates in the period August 1973 
through May 1975. The consent order, 
Sohio agrees to a $251,744.00 reduction 
in increased costs of crude oil allocated 
to gasoline. 

As required by regulation OSC 
received comments on the consent order 
for a period of not less than 30 days 
following publication of the notice of the 
consent order. One comment was 
received. OSC considered that comment 
and determined that the consent order 
should be made final without 
modification. The consent order is 


effective as an order of the Department 
of Energy (DOE) on the date of 
publication of this notice. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 
Marcell R. Anthony, Assistant Solicitor 
to the Special Counsel for Compliance. 
Department of Energy. 1200 
Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Room 3109, 
Washington. D.C 20481. 202-635-8292 

Copies of the consent order may be 
received free of charge by written 
request to: 

Sohio Consent Order Request. Office of 

Special Counsel. Department of Energy. 

1200 Pennsylvania Avenue. N.W.. Rm. 3109, 

Washington, D.C 20461. 

Copies may also be obtained in 
person at the same address or at the 
Freedom of Information Reading Room, 
Forrestal Building, 1000 Independence 
Avenue. S.W., Washington, D.C, Room 
GB-145. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

The Consent Order 

On January 2a 1980. OSC published 
notice in the Federal Register at page ‘ 
6425. announcing the execution of a 
consent order between Sohio and OSC. 
In compliance with DOE regulations, 
that notice, and a press release issued 
on January 17,1980. briefly summarized 
the consent order and the facts behind 
it. The notice and press release also 
gave instructions for obtaining copies of 
the consent order. 

The consent order can be summarized 
as follows: 

1. The consent order resolves a Notice 
of Proposed Disallowance issued to 
SOHIO by the Federal Energy 
Administration. 

2. The rasied issues in the Notice were 
resolved by a reduction of Sohio's 
increased costs of crude oil allocated to 
gasoline by $251,744.00. 

3. The provisions of 10 CFR S 205.199J 
are applicable to the Consent Order. 

Comment Received 

One comment was received. This 
comment was submitted by a trade 
association representing wholesale- 
consumer interests in a product which is 
not currently covered. It states that the 
consent order fails to bring relief on a 
volumes-purchased basis directly to 
consumers of that product, jet fuel, who 
have been overcharged during the 
period in question. 

The comment recognizes that the 
amount in question is relatively small to 
permit any partition or allocation. Thus, 
any allocation of the remedy over all 
products would result in negligible 
impact upon the prices of those 
products. Moreover, the amount 
represents a crude cost contested as 


excessive, rather than an alleged 
overcharge, as advanced in the 
comment Clearly, there is no 
overcharge to be allocated. Given this 
fact the reduction in crude oil costs 
allocated to gasoline provides a tangible 
benefit whereas the allocation of costs 
among all products would have virtually 
no effect in this case. 

OSC has considered the comment 
submitted, and as a result has found no 
reason to modify or reject the consent 
order. Accordingly OSC has determined 
that the proposed consent order with 
Sohio should be made final, effective 
March 20,1980. 

Issued in Washington, D.C, March 10.1980. 
Paul L. Bloom. 

Special Counsel For Compliance. 

{HI Doc 80-6405 K.Ud *.1*40 *45 «m] 

0IUJMQ COOC 6450-01-44 


Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 

(Docket No. CP79-473J 

Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co.; 
Informal Conference 

March 13.1980. 

Take notice that an informal 
conference has been scheduled in 
Docket No. CP79-473 to discuss the 
application of Alabama-Tennessee 
Natural Gas Company for a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity 
authorizing the construction and 
operation of 10.7 miles of pipeline 
designed to provide on additional 18.300 
Mcf of daily system delivery capacity to 
render increased service to new and 
existing customers and for a temporary 
certificate authorizing the delivery of 
additional gas service to existing 
customers and the construction and 
operation of metering and regulating 
facilities necessary to render service to 
a new customer. 

The conference will be held in Room 
8402 of the Federal Regulatory 
Commission, 825 N. Capitol St, N.E.. 
Washington. D.C. 20428. on March 19. 
1980, at 2:00 p.m. All interested persons 
will be permitted to attend, but 
attendance at the conference will not be 
deemed to authorize intervention as a 
party in these proceedings. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc 80-6454 nWtJ 5-16-80. *45 am] 
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I Docket No. ERftO-267) 

Arizona Public Service Co.; Notice of 
Filing 

March 12,1960. 

The filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice that on March 8.1980, 
Arizona Public Service Company (APS) 
tendered for filing a Supplemental 
Agreement dated January 8,1980. to its 
Wholesale Power Supply Agreement 
with Wellton-Mohawk Irrigation and 
Drainage District fWellton). FPC Rate 
Schedule No. 56. APS states that this 
Supplement provides for certain 
technical changes, along with changes in 
delivery points. 

Wellton \ APS request that the 
effective date of this Supplement be 
January 1.1980, and therefore request 
waiver of the Commission’s notice 
requirements. 

According to APS, copies of this filing 
were served upon the Arizona 
Corporation Commission. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 825 
North Capitol Street, N.E., Washington. 
DC 20428, in accordance with Sections 

1.8 and 1.10 of the Commission’s Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8. 

1.10). All such petitions or protests 
should be filed on or before March 31, 
1980. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kennoth F. Plumb. 

Secretary . 

(HR Doc SO-S45S Bird J-JMOt *43 am) 
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(Docket No. ER80-271) 

Arizona Public Service Co.; Notice of 
Filing 

March 13.1980. 

The filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice that on March 10.1980. 
Arizona Public Service Company (APS) 
tendered for filing as an initial rate 
schedule an Agreement for sale of 
Energy Interchange between San Diego 
Gas & Electric Company (San Diego) 
and Arizona Public Service Company 
(Company) dated December 8.1979. 


The Parties request waiver under the 
provisions of § 35.11 so that service 
could be commenced on. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest 6aid filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street. N.E., Washington. 
DC 20428. in accordance with Sections 

1.8 and 1.10 of the Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 

1.10). All such petitions or protests 
should be filed on or before April 7. 

1980. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FK Doc tO-4456 FiWd MS mm] 
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(Docket No. ER80-273) 

Arizona Public Service Co.; Notice of 
Filing 

March 13.1960 

The filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice that Arizona Public 
Service Company on March 10,1980. 
tendered for filing a Letter Supplement 
dated January 28,1980 to the Agreement 
between the Navajo Tribal Utility 
Authority (NTUA) and Arizona Public 
Service Company (APS) which 
Agreement has been designated FPC 
Rote Schedule No. 8. APS states that 
this Supplement provides for a change in 
delivery point due to the City of 
Farmington’s emergency situation. 

NTUA requests an effective date of 
January 18,1980; therefore, APS requests 
waiver of the Commission's notice 
requirements, 

A copy of this filing was served upon 
the Arizona Corporation Commission. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street. NE.. Washington. 
DC 20428, in accordance with Sections 

1.8 and 1.10 of the Commission’s Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8. 

1.10). All such petitions or protests 
should be filed on or before April 7, 

1980. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 


become a party must file a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[TR Doc ID-4457 Fifed *45 «n| 
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(Docket No. CPS0-265J 

Blue Dolphin Pipe Une Co.; Notice of 
Application 

March 13.1980. 

Take notice that on March 3,1980. 

Blue Dolphin Pipe Line Company 
(Applicant), P.O. Box 2099, Two Shell 
Plaza, Houston, Texas 77001, filed in 
Docket No. CP80-265 an application 
pursuant to Section 7(c) of the Natural 
Gas Act and Section 157.7(c) of the 
Regulations thereunder (18 CFR 
157.7(c)), for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing 
the construction, for a twelve-month 
period commencing with the date of the 
requested authorization, and operation 
of facilities, to make miscellaneous 
rearrangements on its system, all as 
more fully set forth In the application 
which is on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

The stated purpose of this budget-type 
application is to augment Applicant’s 
ability to act with reasonable dispatch 
in making miscellaneous 
rearrangements which would not result 
in any material change in the 
transportation and sales service 
presently rendered by Applicant. 

Applicant states that the total cost of 
the proposed facilities would not exceed 
$20,000. Applicant further states that the 
cost of the proposed facilities would be 
financed with funds generated from 
internal sources. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before April 4. 
1980 file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington. 
D.C. 20428. a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission’s Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 

1.10) and the Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s Rules. 
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Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission’s Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Konneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. Filed MS an] 
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{Project No. 22301 

City and Borough of Sitka; Application 
for Amendment of License 

March 12.1960. 

Take notice that on July 5.1979. as 
revised December 20.1979, the City and 
Borough of Sitka. Alaska filed an 
application under the Federal Power 
Act. 16 U.S.C. 55 791a-825r. for 
amendment of its license for the Blue 
Lake Project. FERC No. 2230. to permit 
the upgrading of the existing 34.5-kV 
transmission line to 69-kV. The project 
is located near the City of Sitka, Alaska. 

The new wood-pole. 69-kV 
transmission line would extend 
approximately five miles from the Blue 
Lake Substation to the Marine Street 
Substation in Sitka, along the route of 
the existing 34.5-kV transmission line. 
The higher capacity line would be used 
to transmit to Sitka the combined output 
of the existing Blue Lake Powerhouse 
and the New Green Lake Powerhouse, 
now under construction. Approximately 
1.6 miles of the rebuilt transmission line 
would be located on U.S. lands within 
the Tongass National Forest. 

Agencv Comments— Federal. State, 
and local agencies that receive this 
notice through direct mailing from the 
Commission are requested to provide 
comments pursuant to the Federal 
Power Act. the Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act, the Endangered 
Species Act. the National Historic 
Preservation Act, the Historical and 


Archeological Preservation Act. the 
National Environmental Policy Act, Pub. 
L No. 80-29, and other applicable 
statutes. No other formal requests for 
comments will be made. Comments 
should be confined to substantive issues 
relevant to the issuance of a license. A 
copy of the application may be obtained 
directly from the applicant. If an agency 
does not file comments within the time 
set below, it will be presumed to have 
no comments. 

Comments . Protests . or Petitions to 
Intervene —Anyone desiring to be heard 
or to make any protests about this 
application should file a petition to 
intervene or a protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, in 
accordance with the requirements of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure. 18 CFR, Section 1.10 (1979). 
Comments not in the nature of a protest 
may also be submitted by conforming to 
the procedures specified in Section 1.10 
for protests. In determining the 
appropriate action to take, the 
Commission will consider all protests or 
other comments filed, but a person who 
merely files a protest or comments does 
not become a party to the proceeding. 

To become a party, or to participate in 
any hearing, a person must file a 
petition to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission's Rules. Any comments, 
protest, or petition to intervene must be 
filed on or before April 25,1980. The 
Commission's address is 825 North 
Capitol Street. NIL. Washington. D.C. 
20426. The application is on file with the 
Commission and is available for public 
inspection. 

Kffnneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

(PS Doc OL44M Filed J-lft-tft &4i ui| 

BILLING COOC 


(Docket No. CP77-512] 

Clay Basin Storage Co.; Amendment to 
Application 

March 13.1960. 

Take notice that on February 29,1980, 
Clay Basin Strorage Company 
(Applicant). 100 Broadway, New York, 
New York 10005, filed in Docket No. 
CP77-512 an amendment to its pending 
application so as to reflect the extension 
of the Clay Basin interim storage 
arrangements (Clay Basin 
arrangements), all as more fully set forth 
in the amendment which is on file with 
the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Applicant states that El Paso Natural 
Gas Company (El Paso) projects that 
periodically through April 30.1981, it 
will continue to have certain gas 


volumes available for storage in the 
Clay Basin Field. It is stated that, 
therefore. Applicant. El Paso, certain of 
El Paso's east-of*California (EOC) 
customers. Northwest Pipeline 
Corporation (Northwest), and Mountain 
Fuel Resources. Inc. (Mountain Fuel), 
have agreed to an extension of the Clay 
Basin arrangements whereby protection 
can be afforded to the Priority 1 and 2 
requirements of El Paso's EOC 
customers and. further, whereby the 
volumes of Opinion No. 800-B payback 
gas may continue to be preserved for 
Southwest Gas Corporation (Southwest) 
through September 30.1981. 

Accordingly, it is stated that Applicant 
amended its original application filed at 
Docket No. CP77-512 so as to permit 
extended limited term authorization for 
Applicant to sell natural gas to certain 
EOC distributors (Arizona Public 
Service Company. Southern Union 
Company, and Southwest) and to El 
Paso and, to the extent required, to 
exchange natural gas with Northwest, 
for a term ending September 30.1981, as 
necessary to permit Applicant to 
implement its part of the proposed 
extension of the Clay Basin 
arrangements. 

It is stated Northwest would charge 
Applicant a currently effective 
transportation rate of 21.08 cents per 
Mcf for all volumes received from El 
Paso and delivered to Mountain Fuel 
under the extended arrangements. 
Further under the arrangement for each 
Mcf of gas sold by El Paso to Applicant 
and delivered to Northwest for 
Applicant's account Applicant would 
continue to pay a rate equivalent to the 
rate in effect at the time of sale under 
Rate Schedule G to El Paso's FERC Gas 
Tariff. Original Volume No. 1. All 
charges applicable to the services 
rendered by Northwest and Resources 
for Applicant and, in addition, all other 
charges incurred by Applicant as a 
result of its participation in the extended 
Clay Basin arrangement except for the 
cost of gas purchased by Applicant from 
El Paso, would continue to be billed to 
El Paso each month in accordance with 
the appropriate provisions of the interim 
storage agreement, as amended. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
amendment should on or before April 3, 
1900. file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426. a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
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be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestonts 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must Tile a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. All persons who 
have heretofore filed need not file again. 
Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

(FR Ouc aO~M0O Fklad J-10*01 *44 «jd j 
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(Docket No. CP80-2S61 

Consolidated Gas Supply Corp.; Notice 
of Application 

March 13.1980. 

Take notice that on March 3,1980. 
Consolidated Gas Supply Corporation 
(Applicant). 445 West Main Street. 
Clarksburg. West Virginia 26301, filed in 
Docket No. CP8O-206 an application 
pursuant to Section 7(c) of the Natural 
Gas Act and Section 284.221 of the 
Commission's Regulations for a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity for blanket authorization to 
transport natural gas for other interstate 
pipeline companies, all as more fully set 
forth in the application which is on file 
with the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Applicant requests blanket 
authorization to transport gas for other 
interstate pipeline companies for 
periods of up to two years. It states that 
it would comply with Section 284.221(d) 
of the Commission's Regulations. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before April 3, 
I960, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission. Washington. 
D.C. 20426, a petition to Intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR18 or 
1.10) and the Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. 

Take further notice that pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 


Energy Regulatory Commission by 
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission's Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(HR One Kt-4401 Filed 3-1* an 141 •■( 
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(Docket No. RP80-61) 

Consolidated Gas Supply Corp.; 
Proposed Changes in Rates and 
Charges 

March 11.1988 

Take notice that Consolidated Gas 
Supply Corporation (consolidated), 
tendered for filing on February 19,1980, 
proposed changes to its FERC Gas 
Tariff, Third Revised Volume No. 1 to 
become effective on February 1,1980 in 
lieu of the rates originally filed on 
December 28,1979. 

Consolidated proposes to amend its 
rate filing in this proceeding to further 
decrease its revenues from jurisdictional 
sales and services by $35.8 million. 

Consolidated states that the amended 
rates are necessary to eliminate 
purchased gas costs associated with 
requirements for certain sales quantities 
which were eliminated in its original 
filing of December 28,1979. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a 
petition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. 
825 North Capitol Street, N.E.. 
Washington. D.C. 20426. in accordance 
with Sections 1,8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before March 19.1980. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. Copies 


of this application are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

(FI Doc Filed MS am) 
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(Docket No.CPSO-280) 

Consolidated Gas Supply Corp.; Notice 
of Application 

March 13.1988 

Take notice that on February 28,1980. 
Consolidated Gas Supply Corporation 
(Applicant), 445 West Main Street, 
Clarksburg. West Virginia 26301. filed in 
Docket No. CPB0-260 an application 
pursuant to Section 7(c) of the Natural 
Gas Act for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing a 
long-term storage service for Bay State 
Gas Company. The Berkshire Gas 
Company. Boston Gas Company. 
Commonwealth Gas Company. 
Connecticut Natural Gas Corporation. 
Fitchberg Gas and Electric Light 
Company. Haverhill Gas Company, 
Manchester Gas Company, and Valley 
Gas Company (Storage Service 
Customers), all as more fully set forth in 
the application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Applicant proposes to render storage 
services for each of the Storage Service 
Customers, on a firm basis, beginning in 
1980 and terminating on March 31. 2000. 
as follows: 
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Such services ore to be rendered by 


Applicant under its Rate Schedule GSS. 
contained in its effective FERC Gas 
Tariff or any effective superseding rate 
schedule. 

Applicant states that the proposed 
storage service would be, in effect, a 
continuation of the short-term storage 
service which Applicant was authorized 
to render to Tennessee Gas Pipeline 
Company, a Division of Tenneco. Inc. 
(Tennessee), and which Tennessee was 
authorized to resell, in turn, to the 
Storage Service Customers in Docket 
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Nos. CP77-444 and CP77-419. It is staled 
thal the structure of the proposed 
storage service program differs from that 
of the previously authorized short-term 
program only in that Applicant now 
proposes to render storage services for 
the Storage Service Customers directly, 
rather than indirectly. It is further stated 
that Tennessee has agreed to transport 
and deliver gas to and from storage on 
behalf of the Storage Service Customers, 
and has filed its application for the 
necessary certificate authorization to do 
so in Docket No. CP80-65. 

Applicant states that no additional 
facilities would be required in 
connection with the proposed storage 
services, and that all deliveries of gas 
would occur at existing points of 
interconnection between the facilities of 
Applicant and Tennessee. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before April 3. 
1980. file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission. Washington. 

U.C. 20428. a petition to interv ene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rule*. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission's Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for. unless otherwise advised, it will be 


unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FK Doc Filed 3~lfr-0ft aid) 

SILUNQ COOC *4§e-tS~U 


[Docket No. GP80-74) 

Crutcher-Tufts Corp.; Petition for 
Declaratory Order 

March 12,1980. 

Take notice that on February’ 8.1980. 
Crutcher-Tufts Coiporation (Crutcher- 
Tufts). 200 Saratoga Building. New 
Orleans. Louisiana 70112, filed a petition 
for a declaratory order pursuant to 
§ 1.7(c) of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR ( 1.7(c)) 
In Docket No GP80-74. Petitioner 
requests that the Commission issue a 
declaratory order confirming the 
contract rate for the intrastate sale by 
Crutcher-Tufts to Continental Oil 
Company (Conoco) gas produced from 
the Wilcox Sand Unit ”D’* under 
contract dated April 24.1972, as 
amended. 

Specifically. Crutcher-Tufts states that 
it produces gas from the Wilcox Sand 
Units A. B and D in Reddet1 Field. 
Evangeline Parish, Louisiana. Gas from 
these three units is delivered either to 
Conoco or to Louisiana Intrastate Gas 
Corporation fUC") both for resale in 
intrastate commerce. 

Pursuant to a contract dated April 24. 
1972, Crutcher-Tufts states it sold gas 
produced from Unit D to Conoco. On 
April 1.1976, Crutcher-Tufts ceased 
deliveries of the United D gas to Conoco 
and commenced deliveries of that gas to 
LJG. By agreement dated November 8, 
1978, Crutcher-Tufts and Conoco 
amended their April 1972 contract to 
provide for the recommencement of 
deliveries for Unit D gas to Conoco as of 
January 1.1979. This agreement 
amended the April 1972 contract to 
provide for an increase in price if the 
following event occurred: 

“If at any time J. D. TufU 11. Albert Crutcher 
and/or Cmtcher-Tufit Corporation offer to 
Buyer additional working interest gas 
reserves for delivery to Buyer and if Buyer 
agrees to purchase such additional working 
interest gas reserves, then the price to be 
paid to Sellers under this paragraph, effective 
as of the date of the contract for the purchase 
of such additional working interest reserves, 
shall be the surne as those provided in 
Subparagraph (b) hereof." 

Crutcher-Tufts petitions the 
Commission to issue a declaratory order 
finding that the above-cited pricing 
provision of the November 6,1978. 
agreement has been triggered effective 
July 1,1979. by Conoco's receipt and 


payment for Unit A gas after June 30. 

1979. 

On February 28,1980. Conoco Inc. 
filed a petition to intervene and a 
response to Crutchcr-Tuffs petition for 
declaratory order. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition should on or before March 27, 

1980, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission. 825 North 
Capitol Street, N.E.. Washington, D.C. 
20428, a petition to intervene or a protest 
in accordance with the requirements of 
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR Si 110). Protests 
will be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
to a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing herein must file a 
petition to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission's rules; provided, 
however, that any person who has 
previously filed a petition to Intervene in 
this proceeding is not required to file a 
further notice. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc SO-MOI FU»d M 5 <uuj 
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(Docket No. GP80-661 

Delvan Development Corp., CIBA- 
Giegy Corp.; Further Petitions for 
Declaratory Order 

Issued: March 12.1900 

On )anuary 17,1980 Delvan 
Development Corporation (Delvan) and 
Ciba-Geigy Corporation (Ciba) filed a 
joint petition for a declaratory order in 
the above captioned docket. Notice of 
the filing was issued on February 8, 

I960, with protests and petitions to 
intervene due 15 days after publication 
in the Federal Register. The notice was 
published in the Federal Register on 
February 14.198a 45 FR 9971. 

In their January 17.1980. petition 
Deivan and Ciba requested the 
Commission to issue a Declaratory 
Order to the effect that (1) Delvan is an 
intrastate pipeline within the purview of 
the Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978 
(NCPA); (2) that all soles of natural gas 
made by Delvan and Ciba from Del van’s 
pipeline system are not first sales under 
§ 2(21 )(B) of the NCPA: and (3) that such 
sales do not result in a circumvention of 
maximum lawful prices established 
under the NGPA. 

Take notice that on February 29, 198a 
several petitioners filed, in addition to 
petitions to intervene and protests. 
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counterpetitions for declaratory order in 
Docket No. CP80-68. 

Conecuh>Monroe Counties Gas 
District (Conecuh-Monroe). P.O. Box 310 
evergreen. Alabama 36401 filed a protest 
to the January 17 petition filed by Ciba 
and Delvan and a petition for 
declaratory order requesting that. (1) as 
of December 1.1978, all of the sales 
made by Ciba and Delvan are “first 
sales** under ( 2(21)(A)(v) of the NGPA 
“in order to prevent circumvention of 
[thej maximum lawful price established 
under (Section 105(b)] of this Act’*. (2) 
that as first sales, they are to be priced 
at the appropriate maximum lawful 
price under $ 105(b)(1); and (3) that 
refunds shall be paid with interest for 
the period December 1,1978 through the 
date of disbursement by the Ciba 
entities. 

Mobile Gas Service Corporation. P.O. 
Box 2248. Mobile, Alabama 36601. also 
filed a protest and a counterpetition for 
declaratory order requesting that Ciba's 
and Delvan’s sales be declared “first 
sales** under $ 2(21) of the NGPA 
subject to a maximum lawful price 
under S 105 as of the November 9,1978 
enactment of the NGPA and that 
appropriate refunds be ordered. 

Similarly, Clarke-Mobile Counties Gas 
District, P.O. Box 608, Jackson, Alabama 
36545. and Scotch Plywood Company of 
Alabama. P.O. Box 38, Fulton, Alabama 
36446, filed a joint protest and 
counterpetition for declaratory order 
requesting the same relief as requested 
by Mobile Gas Service Corporation. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petitions should on or before April 4, 
1980, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission. 825 North 
Capitol Street, N.E., Washington, D.C., 
20428, a petition to intervene or a protest 
in accordance with section 1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission's Rules of Practice 
and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,1.10). 

Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a petition to 
intervene; provided, however, that any 
person who has previously tiled a 
petition to intervene in this proceeding 
is not required to file a further notice. 
Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. IO-MM FtWd ft45 •*) 

BILLING COOt 14504541 


[Docket No. ID-1697] 

Herman M. Dieckamp; Notice of 
Application 

March 13.1980. 

The Applicant submits the following; 
Take notice that on January 23,1980, 
Herman M. Dieckamp filed an 
application pursuant to Section 305(b) of 
the Federal Power Act to hold the 
following positions: 

Director. Jersey Central Power and Light 
Company—Public Utility 
Acting President and Director. Metropolitan 
Edison Company—Public Utility 
Director. Pennsylvania Electirc Company— 
Public Utility 

Any person desiring to be heard or the 
protest said application should file a 
petition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. 
825 North Capitol Street. NE.. 
Washington, D.C. 20426, in accordance 
with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before April 4,1980. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. Copies 
of this application are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

fFR Doc tO-5486 Filed J-UMJO, ft45 4i»| 

BILUNQ COOL MftO-ftS-M 


(Docket No. CP80-264) 

East Tennessee Natural Gas Co.; 
Notice of Application 

March 13. I960. 

Take notice that on March 3.1980, 

East Tennessee Natural Gas Company 
(Applicant). P.O. Box 10245, Knoxville, 
Tennessee 37919, filed in Docket No. 
CP80-2B4 an application pursuant to 
Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act and 
Section 157.7(b) of the Regulations 
thereunder (18 CFR 157.7(b)) for a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing the construction 
and/or acquisition, during the calendar 
year 1980. and operation of facilities to 
enable Applicant to take into its 
certificated main pipeline system 
natural gas supplies, all as more fully set 
forth in the application on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

The stated purpose of this budget-type 
application is to augment Applicant's 


ability to act with reasonable dispatch 
in connecting to its pipeline system 
supplies of natural gas which may 
become available from various 
producing areas generally coextensive 
with its pipeline system and the systems 
of other pipeline companies which may 
be authorized to transport gas for the 
account of or exchange gas with 
Applicant and supplies of natural gas 
from Applicant's own production or 
acquired for system supply under 
Sections 311 or 312 of the Natural Gas 
Policy Act of 1978. 

Applicant states that the total cost of 
the proposed facilities would not exceed 
$700,000, with no single project to 
exceed a cost of $175,000. The cost of 
the proposed facilities would be 
financed from general company funds, it 
i9 stated. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before April 3. 
1980, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 2042 a a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federfll 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission's Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for. unless otherwise advised, it will be 
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unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

TR Doc »«r Filed S-lft-Vt *45 «m] 
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[Docket No. CP77-289J 

El Paso Natural Gas Co.; Amendment 
to Application 

Murcb 13.1380. 

Take notice that on February 29.1980. 
El Paso Natural Gas Company 
( Applicant). P.O. Box 1492. El Paso, 

Texas 79978. filed in Docket No. CP77- 
289 an amendment to the pending 
application, as amended and 
supplemented, filed in the instant docket 
pursuant to Section 7(c) of the Natural 
Gas Act so as to reflect the extension of 
the Clay Basin interim storage 
arrangements (Clay Basin arrangement), 
until the earlier of the date of final 
disposition of the instant proceeding or 
September 30.1981. all as more fully set 
forth in the amended application which 
is on file with the Commission and open 
to public inspection. 

It is stated that Applicant. Clay Basin 
Storage Company (Storage Company). 
Northwest Pipeline Corporation 
(Northwest). Mountain Fuel Resources, 
Inc. (Resources), and certain of 
Applicant’s cast-of-Califomia customers 
(F.OC) have entered into various 
agreements providing for the extension 
of the existing arrangements whereby 
protection can be afforded to the 
Priority 1 and 2 requirements of the EOC 
customers and, further, whereby the 
quantities of Opinion No. 800-B payback 
gas may continue to be preserved for 
Southwest Gas Corporation through the 
utilization of the Clay Basin 
arrangements, all for a further period 
extending through September 3a 1981. 

Applicant states that no additional 
facilities would be required by any party 
for the continued operation of the Clay 
Basin arrangements for the period 
extending through September 3a 1981. 

It is asserted that through the 
proposed extension of the Clay Basin 
arrangement, a maximum working gas 
inventory in the Clay Basin Field of 
18.000.000 to 20.000.000 Mcf can be made 
available for Applicant's use during the 
1980-81 winter season. 

According to Applicant, as 
compensation for the extended storage 
service under the proposed extended 
Clay Basin arrangements. Resources 
would charge Storage Company a 
monthly rate comprised of: (i) a 
commodity charge of $0.0025 for each 
Mcf of natural gas delivered to 


Resources by Northwest for Storage 
Company's account for injection and 
storage during each billing month and 
$0.0100 for each Mcf of natural gas 
withdrawn from storage by Resources 
and delivered to Northwest for the 
account of Storage Company during 
each billing month; (ii) a demand charge 
equal to Storage Company's 
proportionate share of Resources' 
monthly cost of service to be calculated 
In accordance with paragraph V-2(b) of 
the Clay Basin Interim Storage Service 
Rate Schedule S-2. as amended; (iii) a 
passthrough charge equal to Storage 
Company's proportionate share of 
Northwest's carrying costs applicable to 
the cushion gas owned by Northwest 
and used by Storage Company to 
support its working gas volumes in the 
Clay Basin Field, to be calculated in 
accordance with paragraph V-2(c) 
thereof, and (iv) a passthrough credit 
equal to Storage Company's 
proportionate share of Applicant's cost 
of service related to its currently 
installed compression and of 
Northwest's required fuel usage to be 
calculated in accordance with 
paragraph V-2(d) thereof. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
amendment should on or before April 3 
1980, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission. Washington. 
D.C 20426. a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s Rules. All persons who 
have heretofore filed need not file again. 
Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FX Doc. (RL44M nw<l V1WR *4ft«n) 
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(Docket No. CP74-122) 

Energy Terminal Services Corp.; 
Amendment to Application 

March 13. 1980. 

Take notice that on February 22,1980. 
Energy Terminal Services Corporation 
Applicant). 80 Park Place, Newark. New 
ersey 07101, filed in Docket No. CP74- 
122 an amendment to the application 


filed in the instant docket, pursuant to 
Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity so as to reflect a revision in 
the construction proposed to include 
construction and operation of a peak¬ 
shaving facility at Rossville, Staten 
Island. New York, utilizing both the 
existing LNG storage tanks and 
appurtenant facilities, all as more fully 
set forth in the amendment to the 
application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Applicant states that it has existing 
facilities in conjunction with the 
proposed importation of LNG by 
Eascogas LNG. Inc. in Docket No. CP73- 
47, et a!. It is further stated that 
Applicant also sought authorization to 
operate a peak-shaving facility using 
one of its existing 900.000 barrel 
(3.100.000 dekatherm equivalent) storage 
tanks and appurtenant facilities. 

Applicant proposes herein to operate 
a peak-shaving facility at its existing 
facilities in Rossville. using both of its 
hereinbefore stated storage tanks, for a 
total nominal storage capacity of 
6,200,000 dt equivalent of natural gas 
and appurtenant facilities. Including 
vaporization (nominal 360.000 dt 
equivalent per day) and compression 
equipment. Applicant further requests 
authorization herein to construct and 
operate a liquefaction unit with a new 
nominal 30.000 dt equivalent per day 
capacity and additional vaporization 
capacity [nominal 360.000 dt equivalent 
per day). 

It is stated that the existing facilities 
which would be used in the peaking 
service have cost $127,158.00a which 
cost does not include the dock facilities 
and piping within the plant and other 
facilities not needed for use in this 
proposal. Applicant states that the total 
additional capital cost for the peaking 
plant including the liquefaction unit and 
additional vaporization capacity, but 
excluding allowance for funds used 
during construction, would be 
$69,239,000 in current dollars, 

$45,455,000 of the direct costs being 
attributable to the cost of the 
liquefaction unit and additional 
vaporization. 

Applicant states that construction of 
the liquefaction facilities would 
commence as early as January 1981, in 
which case the operation of the facility 
for peak-shaving would begin on July 1, 
1983. with the liquefaction of natural gas 
for redelivery to begin during the winter 
of 1983-1984. 

Applicant has proposed the following 
service: (1) the receipt and liquefaction 
of customers' own supplies of natural 
gas. which customers would arrange to 
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have delivered to the facility by means 
of pipeline during the spring, summer 
and fall months; (2) the storage of the 
LNG throughout the year, and (3) the 
vaporization of LNG and the delivery of 
natural gas after vaporization to 
customers, or to transporting pipelines 
for delivery. It is stated that the 
customers of the proposed peaking 
service would be Public Service Electric 
and Gas Company, Texas Eastern 
Transmission Corporation, and The 
Brooklyn Union Gas Company. 

It is asserted the cost of the proposed 
facilities would be financed through 
long-term financing. 

Applicant proposes a four-part rate 
with a demand charge of $1,693 per 
month per dekatherm of daily delivery 
capacity, a capacity charge of 42.1 cents 
per month per dt equivalent of storage 
capacity, a handling charge for receipt 
of gas of 3.2 cents per dt equivalent and 
a delivery charge of 5.2 cents per dt 
equivalent. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
amendment should on or before April 3, 
1980, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission. Washington. 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (10 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the Regulations under the . 
Natural Gas Act (10 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party In 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s Rules. All persons who 
have heretofore filed need not file again. 
Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

1FR Doc. 80-44*8 Filed 3-ie-act 1.45 cm) 

billing cooc uso-ts-u 


[Docket No. CP80-258) 

Equitable Gas Co.; Notice of 
Application 

March 13,1980. 

Take notice that on February 27.1980. 
Equitable Gas Company (Applicant). 420 
Boulevard of the Allies. Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania 15219. filed in Docket No. 
CP-258 an application pursuant to 
Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing the construction of 
one main-line tap and the transportation 
of natural gas to one new residential 


customer, all as more fully set forth in 
the application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Applicant proposes to provide 
residential service to John D. Hymes, Jr., 
in Glenville, Gilmer County, West 
Virginia, for the purpose of residential 
space heating and hot water heating. 
The proposed service would require the 
transportation of approximately 200 Mcf 
of gas per year, it is stated 

Applicant states that the estimated 
cost of installation of the tap would bo 
$500.00 which cost would be financed 
from cash on hand. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before April 3. 
1900, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission. Washington. 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests Bled with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission's Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
Bled within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely Bled, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for. unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FP Doc 80-44i# FiWd S~l«~80t *43 «m| 

B1UJNO COOC 8450-4S-M 


[Docket No. ER 79-86) 

Georgia Power Co.; Notice of Filing 

March 13,1900. 

The filing party submits the following: 
Take notice that on March 4.1980, 
Georgia Power Company (GPC) 
submitted for filing a settlement 
agreement which resolves all issues in 
the above-styled proceeding. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should Ble a protest 
with the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission. 825 North Capitol Street. 
N.E., Washington. D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with $S 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission's Rule s of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 and 1.10). All such 
protests should be Bled on or before 
April 4, 1980. Protests will be considered 
by the Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken. Copies of 
this filing are on Ble with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FF Doc- 80-6440 FUed J-t^-8* 8*5 am] 

BILLlWO COOC 8450-45-II 


(Docket No. ERSO-266) 

lowa-lllinois Gas and Electric Co.; 

Filing of Interconnection Agreement 

March 12.1980. 

The filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice that lowa-lllinois Gas and 
Electric Company, Davenport Iowa 
(Company) on March 5.1980, tendered 
for filing an Interconnection Agreement 
with Central Iowa Power Cooperative, 
Cedar Rapids, Iowa, dated December 31, 
1979. 

Relating to the proposed utilization of 
a 181-kV transmission line, following 
proposed consummation of a sale from 
Company to Cooperative of a portion of 
existing facilities between Fort Dodge 
and Des Moines. Iowa, Company states 
the purpose of the Agreement is to 
facilitate area reliability and 
development of the respective systems 
of the Parties which will, on 
consummation of the sale, be 
interconnected at a point in Webster 
County, near Fort Dodge, Iowa. The 
proposed effective date is requested to 
coincide with the consummation of the 
proposed sate. 

Company states the Agreement 
provides the interconnection between 
the Parties may be utilized for any 
purpose provided for by the Mid- 
Continent Area Power Pool (MAPP) 
Agreement, by this Agreement, or by 
amendment to this Agreement, and 
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pursuant to which the interconnection is 
established for that purpose; provides 
for notice and coordination of plans 
associated with the development of taps 
or substations which may be 
constructed by either Party on its 
respective line segment; and provides 
for utilization of unused capacity in the 
line. Company states no charges, rates 
or classes of energy are established in 
the Agreement inasmuch as each Party 
is a signatory to the MAPP Agreement. 

Company states copies of the filing 
have been mailed to Cooperative, to the 
Iowa State Commerce Commission, and 
to the Illinois Commerce Commission. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a 
petition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. 
825 North Capitol Street, N.E.. 
Washington. D.C. 20428, in accordance 
with § § 1.8 and 1.10 of the Commission’s 
Rules of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 

1.8.1.10). All such petitions or protests 
should be filed on or before March 31. 
I960. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must Hie a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this application are 
on file with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR Doc B0--M41 Filnd SMB-Oft *45 uc) 

BILLING COO€ US04MI 


(Docket No. ER80-2701 

Northern States Power Co.; Notice of 

Filing 

March 13. I960. 

Take notice that Northern States 
Power Company (NSP) on March 7.1980. 
tendered for filing an Interconnection 
and Interchange Agreement dated 
February 22,196a between NSP and 
Cooperative Power Association and 
United Power Association. 

NSP states that the Agreement 
provides for the interconnection of the 
systems of NSP and the Cooperatives at 
the Coon Creek. Wilmarth. Maple Grove 
Junction, and Dickinson 
Interconnections. NSP further states that 
the Agreement specifics the use of the 
transmission facilities of the parties to 
the Agreement 

NSP requests an effective date of 
February 22,1980. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to Intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 


North Capitol Street, N.E., Washington, 
D.C 20426. in accordance with §( 1.8 
and 1.10 of the Commission’s Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 14k 

1.10). All such petitions or protests 
should be filed on or before April 7, 

1980. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public Inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

ire Doc nud >-19~eCt *45 «m] 

SILLING COOC MSO-tS-tf 


(Docket No. TA80-2-38, (PGA80-2)] 

Oklahoma Natural Gas Gathering 
Corp.; Filing of Revised Tariff Sheets 

March 12.198a 

Take notice that on March 3.1980, 
Oklahoma Natural Gas Gathering 
Corporation (Gathering Corporation) 
tendered for filing Twentieth Revised 
Sheet PCA-1. Gathering Corporation 
states that Twentieth Revised Sheet 
PGA-1 will become effective on April 1. 
1980, and revise its Base Tariff Rate to 
flow through the increase in the system 
cost of purchased gas and recover the 
balance accumulated In Its unrecovered 
purchased gas cost account. 

Gathering Corporation further states 
that the projected cost of purchased gas. 
as computed in said filing, is based on 
the applicable NCPA rates for April. 
1980. The PGA rate is a reduced PGA 
that excludes amounts subject to 
incremental pricing surcharges. 

Gathering Corporation states that 
copies of this filing were served upon all 
its jurisdictional customers, as well as 
interested state commissions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to Intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 825 
North Capitol Street, N.E.. Washington. 
DC 20428, in accordance with (S 141 and 
1.10 of the Commission's rules of 
practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 

1.10). All such petitions or protests 
should be filed on or before March 24. 
1980. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 


with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

ire Doc ao-eua rumd mi mu] 

BILLING COOC MW4WI 


(Project No. 1962] 

Pacific Gas and Electric Co.; 

Application for a New Major License 

March 12.196a 

Take notice that on September 28, 

1979, the Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company (PG&E) of San Francisco, 
California (Applicant), filed an 
application with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, under the 
Federal Power Act. 16 U.S.C. 791a-825r, 
for new major license for the 
constructed Rock Creek-Cresta Project 
No. 1962. located on the North Fork 
Feather River, in the Counties of Plumas, 
Butte. Yuba and Sutter, California. The 
existing license for this project will 
expire on September 30,1982. 
Correspondence concerning the 
application should be sent to: Mr. W. M. 
Callavan. Vice President Rates and 
Valuation. 77 Beale Street. San 
Francisco, California 94106. The project 
affects lands of the United States within 
the Plumas and Lassen National Forests. 

The Rock Creek-Cresta project, with a 
total installed capacity of 180,800 kW. 
consists of: 

A- Rock Creek Development 
comprising: (1) The Rock Creek reservoir 
with a gross storage capacity of 4,400 
acre-feet and a surface area of 118 acres 
at elevation 2216.2 feeL (2) The Rock 
Creek Dam, a concrete gravity overflow 
structure, 126-feet high (from stream bed 
to the top of spillway gates), with a crest 
elevation of 2^30.2 feet and crest length 
of 567 feet; (3) A main spillway at 
elevation 2188.2 feet containing two 124- 
foot-wise bays, controlled by 
hydraulically operated drum gates; (4) A 
22.5-foot-wide supplementary spillway 
at elevation 2201.2 feet, located to the 
west of the drum gates, controlled by a 
radial gate; (5) An intake structure 
within the reservoir about 100 feet 
upstream of the dam near the western 
abutment: (6) a 25/19 foot-diameter. 
34,110-foot-long tunnel; (7) A surge 
chamber, (8) Two 12/9.75-foot-diameter 
penstocks, 906 and 938 feet long; (9) A 
powerhouse containing two generating 
units with total installed capacity of 
113,400 kW; and (10) A switchyard, 
adjacent to the powerhouse, containing 
two 1341/230-kV transformer units. 

B. Cresta Development comprising: (1) 
The Cresta Reservoir with a gross 
storage capacity of 4.140 acre-feet and a 
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surface area of 95 acres at elevation 

1.681.2 feet; (2) The Cresta Dam, a 
concrete gravity overflow structure, 114 
feet high (from stream bed to the top of 
spillway gates), with a crest elevation of 

1.690.2 feet and crest length of 377.5 feet; 
(3) A main spillway at elevation 1.853.2 
feet containing two 124-foot-widc bays, 
controlled by hydraulically operated 
drum gates; (4) A 22,5-foot-wide 
supplementary spillway at elevation 

1.666.2 feet, located to the east of the 
drum gates, controlled by a radial gate; 
(5) An intake structure within the 
reservoir, about 100 feet upstream of the 
dam near the eastern abutment; (6) A 
26/19 foot-diameter, 21.080-foot-long 
tunnel; (7) A surge chamber, (8) Two 12- 
foot-diameter penstocks, 800 and 775 
feet long; (9) A powerhouse containing 
two generating units with total installed 
capacity of 67,400 kW; and (10) a 
switchyard adjacent to the powerhouse, 
containing two 11.5/230-kV transformer 
units. 

C. Two 230-kV transmission lines. 
Rock Creek—Rio Oso Nos. 1 and 2, each 
about 72 miles long, extending from 
Rock Creek Switchyard to Rio Oso 
Substation, with Line No. 2 making a 
1.40 mile-loop into and out of Cresta 
Switchyard. 

Existing recreational facilities within 
the project boundary consist of one 
highway rest stop. Applicant proposes 
to construct two fishing access areas on 
the shores of Rock Creek Reservoir and 
two traveller information sites along 
Highway 70. 

Applicant estimated the net 
investment for this project at $43,252,000 
as of December 31,1978, which is less 
than its estimate of fair value. The 
applicant has yet to provide an estimate 
of severance damages. An estimated 
$1,014,000 in annual taxes is paid to the 
state and local governments according 
to the Applicant 

Project power is integrated into 
Applicant’s interconnected transmission 
and distribution system* 

Competing Applications— Anyone 
desiring to file a competing application 
must submit to the Commission, on or 
before May 19,1980, either the 
competing application itself or a notice 
of intent to file competing application* 
Submission of a timely notice of intent 
allows an interested person to file the 
competing application no later than 
September 10,1980. A notice of intent 
must conform with the requirements of 
18 CFR 4.33(b) and (c). (os amended\ 44 
FR 61328, October 25.1979). A 
competing application mu9t conform 
with the requirements of 18 CFR. 4.33(a) 
and (d). (os amended. 44 FR 61328, 
October 25.1979). 


Comments . Protests, or Petitions to 
Intervene —Anyone desiring to be heard 
or to make any protest about this 
application should file a petition to 
intervene or a protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, in 
accordance with the requirements of the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure. 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1979). 
Comments not in the nature of a protest 
may also be submitted by conforming to 
the procedures specified in $ 1.10, for 
protests. In determining the appropriate 
action to take, the Commission will 
consider all protests or other comments 
filed, but a person who merely files a 
protest or comments does not become a 
party to the proceeding. To become a 
party, or to participate in any hearing, a 
person must file a petition to intevene in 
accordance with the Commission’s 
Rules. Any comments, protest, or 
petition to intervene must be filed on or 
before May 19,1980. The Commission's 
address is: 825 N. Capitol Street. N.E., 
Washington, D.C. 20426. The application 
is on file with the Commission and is 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc. to-—44 Fdad *45 mb) 

B&UMQ COOC MS0-4S-M 


(Docket No. CP80-261J 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Une Co.; 
Notice of Application 

March 13.1980. 

Take notice that on February 29.1980, 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company 
(Applicant), P. O. Box 1642, Houston. 
Texas 77001, filed in Docket No. CP80- 
261 an application pursuant to Section 
7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing Applicant to 
construct and operate facilities required 
to establish seven new delivery points 
to two of its existing resale customers. 
Town Gas Company (Town Gas) and 
Indiana Gas Company (Indiana Gas), 
and facilities necessary to institute 38 
direct sales of natural gas to right-of- 
way grantors, ail as more fully set forth 
in the application which is on file with 
the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Applicant proposes the following: 

(1) To construct and operate facilities 
required to make 38 direct sales of 
natural gas to right-of-way grantors or 
their successors in interest in the states 
of Texas. Oklahoma. Kansas, and 
Missouri for domestic, grain drying or 
irrigation fuel end-use. 

(2) To construct and operate three 
new delivery points to Town Gas, an 


existing distribution company customer 
of Applicant, in Illinois in order that 
Town Gas may provide natural gas 
service to right-of-way grantors. 

(3) To construct and operate four new 
delivery points to Indiana Gas. an 
existing distribution company customer 
of Applicant, in Indiana in order that 
Indiana Gas may provide natural gas 
service to right-of-way grantors. 

It is statea that on the portion of 
Applicant's system west of the 
Mississippi River, it would make a direct 
sale of natural gas to each right-of-way 
grantor. It is further stated that, east of 
the Mississippi River, Applicant would 
deliver natural gas to one of its existing 
resale customers, which in turn would 
provide service to the right-of-way 
grantors. 

Applicant states that the cost 
associated with the new delivery points 
and the facilities for the direct sales to 
end-users would be $81,850. which cost 
would be financed from cash on hand. 

Applicant states that it would not 
increase its currently authorized level of 
sales. 

Applicant proposes the following 
direct sales of natural gas to right-of- 
way grantors: 


locator* 

Homo Enduao 

Hansford County. 

Jo—oh F Chan_Imgeton 

OcMtm Coutfy. 

-«-« ta- a --w «-- ** - 

nonam ncRftnpdugn irngioon 

Boavwr County. 
Oklahoma 

Em—f laaaca_Imgenon 

Boavar County. 
OfcJtocrn* 

OtonFo.— Irrigation 

Bmv* County. 
Oklanomo 

DonafcJ Haoachnkdl.. Domoaflc 

Baovar County. 

Hugh B WHkama_Irrigatoni 

Oklahoma 

Domett* 

Oewoy County. 
Oklahoma 

Robert LQem _ Oom—oc 

M*£r County. 
OkJahom* 

Ete# Craven*_.. Oom—he 

Major County. 
Oklahoma 

Don Sfreckee . . Oom—fc 

M*pr County. 
Oklahoma 

V»gl E Louthon . Domett* 

Tancaa County, 

hMoh Enterprises #1. Imgaton 4 

Oklahoma. 

Oom—i<c 

Ttui County. 

tttdh Entarpna— 92. kngabon 4 

Oklahoma 

Oomoaic 

Tax— County. 
Ofc&ahoma. 

Carlton M Kinder _ tmga&on 

Taoroa County. 
Oklahoma 

Morgan! i M*e*r_Imgeton 

Frank* County. 

Kona** 

0—a Needham-Oom—kc 

Grant County, Kanaa* VMan Nadana Irrigation 

Ladner 

Koaroy County, 

Konaoa 

Ray Sondanggor _ tmgation 

lyon County. Konaoa. 

Samuel R Madden Oom—oc 

Estale. 

Moado County. 

Kanaa* 

Wan on AngaS.—.... tmgotoo 

Meeda Cot*xy, 

Kara** 

Richard W Urvuh— Oom—kc 

Soward County. 
Kanaa* 

Warn* Ro— -- Oom—tic 

Seward County. 

Kanaa* 

Soward County. 
Kanaa* 

Bnco Sharar-Irrigation 

PNSg Oraftz. ... Irrigation 

Soward County. 
Kanaa* 

Nat Hoyt—Oom—oc 

Stowona County. 
Kanaa* 

K E K/amor _ Imgeton 
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[ yf ty i Nam End um 


SImnCou r*y. 

Hach Lend 4 Cette Imgaton 

KantM 

Co ft. 

County. 

Keen Lend 4 Cm tmgefeon 

Kinwi 

Co #2 

Stwren* County. 

Mech lend 4 Ca*e imgeaon 

KATtUM. 

Co #1 

Steven* Coi*i*y. 

M E Sp*et Inc.- Imgeson 

KOTUft 

Stevena County. 

Roy W Perry #1 - impHton 

Kmm 

Sievena County. 

Roy W Perry §2 - InlgaBon 

Xmia 

Stavwna County. 

Gregory W Item— Irrigation 

,4T«U 

AuOrun Cocnty. 

Otia tefteB Oomeete 

MlfcCOUt 


Ooone County. 

Ododteceofc_ Oomsaec 

P%j Hegertead- Domertc 

Coop* County, 

lAsaourt 


Cooper County. 
MoeotJft 


Don K McKee _ Oomoettc 

Howl County. 

Mmouk 

Randolph County. 

Chart#* D Enbree.— Oomeetc 

MtMOuri 


Applicant proposes to sell gas to 

Town Gas for resale to the following 
right-of-way grantors in Illinois: 

Location 

Name Endue# 

VNmCou*y. *noa 
Edgar County, ramoa - 
Poona County. I&noto 

Retort Q WoCtUar __ Oomoeac 
Robert i HouR- Oomeetc 

Kennwtni. Oomeetc 

Thompson 


Applicant to sell gas to Indiana Gas 
for resale to the following right-of-way 
grantors in Indiana: 


Take further notice that pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission’s Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. KMM45 FUed VHMKX M5 an) 

BILLING COOC W5MMI 


lProject No. 2814] 

City of Paterson; Application for Major 
License 


Location 

Nome 

Endues 

Dataware County, 

Uoyd K Shroyor- 

Oomeete 

extent 

Delaware County. 

Robert L Barter- 

Oomeeac 

extent 

Grant Cotxrty. 

JPMpSxAl_ 

Domestic 

- * - -*■ — *- - - 

wonC**, WwM-,.,.. 

JO.RW’**. 

Oomeeac 4 
Grate Drying 


Applicant estimates that each of the 
proposed irrigation sales would involve 
an average of 3.750 Mcf of gas per year 
and that the domestic and grain drying 
sales would average 150 Mcf per year. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before April 4 . 
1980, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington. 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest In accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
MO) and the Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it In determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. 


March 12.190a 

Take notice that an application for a 
major federal license was filed by the 
City of Paterson, New Jersey 
(Applicant). Correspondence with 
Applicant should be addressed to: Mr. 
John Topalian, Community Development 
Department, 100 Hamilton Plaza, 
Paterson, New Jersey 07505. Applicant 
seeks a major license for FERC Project 
No. 2814 (Great Falls Hydro Project) 
located on the Passaic River in Passaic 
County, New Jersey. 

Applicant proposes to rehabilitate the 
existing Society for Establishing Useful 
Manufactures (S.U.M.) Dam and 
hydroelectric project by installing four 
new turbine generators with a total 
capacity of 7,500 kW at 70 feet of head. 
The proposed Great Falls Hydro Project 
would consist of: (1) The existing S.U.M. 
dam, an overflow granite stone gravity 
structure about 315 feet long, with a 
maximum height of 15 feet and having a 
crest elevation of 114.8 feet (m.a.l.): (2) 
An existing forebay inlet structure: (3) 
An existing forebay with negligible 
storage; (4) An existing headgate control 
structure containing for trashrocks and 
four steel gates each approximately 
10 X 10 feet; (5) Four existing steel-lined 
penstocks each 8.5 feet in diameter and 
approximately 55 feet long; (6) An 
existing concrete powerhouse which 


would contain the above mentioned four 
new turbine generators; (7) An existing 
50-foot long 5-kV step-up transformer 
which in turn is connected to the City of 
Paterson Substation via a 1,500-foot long 
26-kV aerial and underground cable; (8) 
And appurtenant facilities. 

Applicant proposes to use the power 
developed at Great Falls Hydro Project 
for public utility purposes. 

Anyone desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest about this application 
should file a petition to intervene or a 
protest with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, in accordance 
with the requirements of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1979). 
Comments not in the nature of protest 
may also be submitted by conforming to 
the procedures specified in { 1.10 for 
protests. In determining the appropriate 
action to take, the Commission will 
consider all protests or other comments 
filed, but a person who merely files a 
protest or comment does not become o 
party to the proceeding. To become a 
party, or to participate in any hearing, a 
person must file a petition to intervene 
in accordance with the Commission's 
Rules. Any comment, protest or petition 
to intervene must be filed on or before 
May 19.1980. 

TTiis is a second notice of this 
application. It is not necessary for those 
persons who have, in response to the 
previous notice, filed comments, 
protests, or petitions to intervene to file 
duplicate comments, protests, or 
petitions to intervene. 

Anyone desiring to file a competing 
application must submit to the 
Commission, on or before May 19.1980, 
either the competing application itself or 
a notice of intent to file a competing 
application. Submission of a timely 
notice of intent allows an interested 
person to file the competing application 
no later than September 10,1980. A 
notice of intent must conform with the 
requirements of 18 CFR 4.33 (b) and (c), 
(os amended\ 44 FR 81328, Oct. 25,1979). 
A competing application must conform 
with the requirements of 18 CFR 4.33 (a) 
and (d). (os amended. 44 FR 81328, Oct. 
25.1979). The Commission's address is; 
825 North Capitol Street, N£., 
Washington. D.C. 20428. 

The Application is on file with the 
Commission and is available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc FUad I4S a#>) 

BILLING COOC MSO-tt-M 
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(Docket No. RA80-1O) 

Pinecrest Texaco; Filing of Petition for 
Review 

March 11,1980. 

Take notice that Pinecrest Texaco on 
January 15.1980, as amended on March 
4. 1980, filed a Petition for Review under 
42 U.S.C. 7194(b) (1977 Supp.) from an 
order of the Secretary of Energy. 

Copies of the petition for review have 
been served on the Secretary. 
Department of Energy, and all 
participants in prior proceedings before 
the Secretary. 

Any person desiring to be heard with 
reference to such filing should on or 
before March 31,1980. file a petition to 
intervene with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission. 825 North 
Capitol Street, N.E., Washington. D.C. 
20428. in accordance with the 
Commission's rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8). Any person 
wishing to become a party or to 
participate as a party must file a petition 
to intervene. Such petition must also be 
served on the parties of record in this 
proceeding and the Secretary of Energy 
through Caynell C Methvin. Deputy 
General Counsel for Enforcement and 
Litigation. Department of Energy. 12th 
and Pennsylvania Ave., N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20481. Copies of the 
petition for review are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection at Room 1000, 825 North 
Capitol St.. N.E., Washington. D.C 
2042a 

Kimneth F. Plumb, 

Secretory. 

(FR Doc m~*4? nw HMOt 045 an] 

BILLING COOC 6450-iS-M 


(Docket No. ER80-272] 

Public Service Co. of Colorado; 
Proposed Tariff Change 

March 13.1900. 

The filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice that Public Service 
Company of Colorado (PSCo) on March 
10,1980. tendered for filing proposed 
changes in its FERC Electric Service 
Tariff. PSCo states that the proposed 
change is an amendment to a Power 
Purchase and Transmission Service 
Agreement with Colorado-Ute Electric 
Association. Inc. (Colorado-Ute) on file 
with the Commission under PSCo's 
FERC Rate Schedule No. 12. 

The amendment provides for 
Colorado-Ute to schdule purchased 
power on a monthly basis instead of the 
present annual basis, beginning with 
1980. 


PSCo states that copies of the filing 
were served upon all parties to the 
Agreement and affected state 
commissions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 825 
North Capitol Street. NJL, Washington, 
D.C. 20428, in accordance with 99 18 
and 1.10 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 

1.10). All such protests should be filed 
on or before April 7.1980. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. Copies 
of this filing are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kennctb F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc AO-4440 FUmJ 3-UMXX *46 •») 

BILLING COO£ I4S04S4I 


(Docket No. TA 80-2-40, (PGA80-1) 

Raton Natural Gas Co.; Change In 
Rates 

March 12,1900. 

Take notice that Raton Natural Gas 
Company (Raton), on March 8.1980, 
tendered for filing proposed changes in 
its FERC Gas Tariff, Volume No. 1, 
consisting of Twenty-first Revised Sheet 
No. 3a. The change in rates is for 
jurisdictional gas service. The proposed 
effective date is April 1.1980. 

Raton states that the instant notice of 
change in rates is occasioned solely by 
increase in the cost of gas purchased 
from Colorado Interstate Gas Company 
(C1G). The tracking of CIG Gas Cost 
increase results in decrease in Demand 
rate from $1.97 to $1.93 and increase in 
Commodity rate from 206.774 to 224.204 
per MCF. The annual revenue increase, 
by reason of the tracking, amounts to 
$170,714. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street, N.E., Washington. 
DC. 20426, in accordance with $9 19 
and 1.10 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.9, 

1.10). All such petitions or protests 
should be filed on or before March 24. 
1980. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 


become a party must file a petition to 
intervene. 

Copies of this filing are on file with 
the Commission and are available for 
public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc A&-B440 Filed 5-UHMt *45 am) 

BILLING COOC NM4MI 


(Docket No. CP80-257] 

Southern Natural Gas Co. and Florida 
Gas Transmission Co.; Notice of 
Application 

March 13.1980. 

Take notice that on February 27,1980, 
Southern Natural Gas Company 
(Southern). P.O. Box 2563. Birmingham. 
Alabama 35202, and Florida Gas 
Transmission Company (FGT), P.O. Box 
44. Winter Park, Florida 32789. filed in 
Docket No. CP80-257 a joint application 
pursuant to Section 7(c) of the Natural 
Gas Act for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing 
the construction and operation of 
facilities for the transportation of 
natural gas in interstate commerce, all 
as more fully set forth in the application 
which is on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

Southern and FGT state that they 
have entered into gas purchase 
contracts with Shell Oil Company 
(Shell), dated July 1,1979. and August 1, 
1979, respectively, to purchase 100 
percent of Shell's interest in the natural 
gas to be produced from certain 
reservoirs beneath Mississippi Canyon 
Block 311, offshore Louisiana. It is 
stated that Southern has also entered 
into two gas purchase contracts with 
Exxon Corporation (Exxon) dated 
August 16,1979, to purchase 100 percent 
of the natural gas produced from 
Exxon's leases in Mississippi Canyon 
Blocks 287, 268, and 312. offshore 
Louisiana. It is stated that the total 
proven reserves dedicated to Applicants 
under the aforementioned contracts are 
estimated to be 52.300.000 Mcf. It is 
further stated the Mississippi Canyon 
Blocks covered by the Shell and Exxon 
gas purchase contracts contain an 
estimated 24.700.000 Mcf of probable 
reserves. It is stated that initial daily 
production from the proven reserves is 
estimated to be 71,500 Mcf commencing 
on March 1.1981. and the probable 
reserves would have an additional 
initial deliverability of approximately 
15,000 Mcf per day. 

In order to connect these reserves to 
their pipeline systems. Applicants, 
jointly, and Southern, individually, 
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proposed to construct and operate the 
following facilities: 

By Applicants 

1. Approximately 22,46 miles of 16- 
inch pipeline: 

2. A 4.000 horsepower compressor. 

and 

3. A receiving station consisting of 
measuring facilities and certain related 
and appurtenant facilities. 

By Southern 

1. Approximately 0.46 mile of 16-inch 
pipeline; and 

2. A receiving station consisting of 
measuring facilities and certain related 
and appurtenant facilities. 

Applicants state that the proposed 
22.46-mile pipeline would extend from 
Shell's platform in Mississippi Canyon 
Block 311 to a point of interconnection 
at an existing tap on Southern's 18-inch 
pipeline in West Delta Block 89. offshore 
Louisiana. It is stated that the proposed 
0.46-mile pipeline would extend from 
Exxon's platform in Mississippi Canyon 
Block 268 to a point of interconnection 
with the proposed 22.48-mile pipeline in 
Mississippi Canyon Block 268. 

Applicants state that the proposed 4,000 
horsepower compressor and one of the 
proposed receiving stations would be 
installed on Shell's platform in Block 
311. It is stated that the other proposed 
receiving station would be installed on 
Exxon's platform in Block 268. 

Applicants state that the cost of the 
facilities proposed herein is $23,759,170. 
which cost would be apportioned 
between the Applicants according to 
their respective interests in the gas 
reserves associated with each facility. 

Southern states it would finance such 
construction initially by short-term 
financing and/or cash from current 
operations, and ultimately from 
permanent financing. FGT states its 
share of the cost of the proposed 
facilities would be financed initially 
from internally generated funds. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before April 4. 
1980, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20428, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 


any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission's Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene Is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene Is timely filed, of if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

JFK Doc RKM» rued s~1*40t MS «m| 

BILLING COO€ S450-4V* 


[Docket No. EL80-16) 

State of North Carolina, Public Staff of 
the North Carolina Utilities 
Commission v. Virginia Electric & 
Power Co.; Filing of Applicant 

March 12.1980. 

The filing parties submit the following: 

Take notice that on February 20.1980. 
the State of North Carolina and the 
Public Staff of the North Carolina 
Utilities Commission (Complainants) 
filed a complaint against Virginia 
Electric and Power Company (VEPCO). 

Complainants request that the 
Commission establish a formal hearing 
In accordance with 18 CFR 1.20 (1979) to 
investigate VEPCO’s management 
practices and to investigate the rates 
that VEPCO is charging its wholesale 
customers in North Carolina. 

Complainants further request that this 
proceeding be consolidated with 
Operation Overcharge v. Virginia 
Electric and Power Company . Docket 
No. EL80-9 (filed December 3,1979). 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a 
petition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Energy Commission. 825 North 
Capitol Street N.E.. Washington, D.C. 
20426, in accordance with 5§ 1.8 and 
1.10 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10). Ail such petitions or protests 


should be Bled on or before April 7. 
1980. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must Ble a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this application are 
on file with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc SO-WSt FlWd J-t MS mm) 

BILUNQ COOt M50-IHI 


[Docket Nos. RP73-113, RP7S-13, RP75- 
113, RP76-137, & RP77-62, (not 
consolidated)! 

Tennessee Gas Pipe Line Co.; Informal 
Settlement Conference 

March 11,1980. 

Take notice that on March 19,1980, 
and if necessary March 20.1980, at 10:00 
A.M. on each day there will be an 
informal conference of all interested 
persons for the purpose of continued 
settlement discussions of the above- 
captioned dockets. 

The meeting places for these 
conferences will be as follows: 

March 19,1980—10:00 a.m., Forresta! 

Building. 1000 Independence Ave. SW„ 
Room BE069. Washington. D.C. 

March 19,1900—lOtfO a.m.. Securities 4 
Exchange Commission, 500 No. Capitol St. 
NW„ Room 778. Washington. D.C 

Customers and other interested 
persons will be permitted to attend, but 
if such persons have not previously been 
permitted to intervene in this matter by 
order of the Commission, attendance 
will not be deemed to authorize 
intervention as a party in these 
proceedings. 

All parties will be expected to come 
fully prepared to discuss the merits of 
the issues arising in these proceedings, 
and to make commitments with respect 
to such issues and to any offers of 
settlement or stipulation discussed at 
the conference. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc aO~MA 2 r«l#d a 45 »t»l 

BILLING coot HS04HI 


[Docket Nos. G-14562, et al.] 

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., et al.; 
Filing of Pipeline Refund Reports and 
Refund Plans 

March 12.1980. 

Take notice that the pipelines listed in 
the Appendix hereto have submitted to 
the Commission for filing proposed 
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refund reports or refund plans. The date 
of filing, docket number, and type of 
filing are also shown on the Appendix. 

Any person wishing to do so may 
submit comments in writing concerning 
the subject refund reports and plans. All 
such comments should be filed with or 
mailed to the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission. 825 North Capitol Street 
NE.. Washington, D.C. 20426, on or 
before March 26,1980. Copies of the 
respective filings are on file with the 
Commission and available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretory. 

Appendix 
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IKR Doc 80-8455 F<lr<l V19 4D *45 am] 

EMtLINQ COOC *4504S U 



(Docket Mo. CP80-249] 


Tennesee Gas Pipeline Co., a Division 
of Tenneco Inc.; Application 

March 13. I960. 

Take notice that on February 20.1980, 
Air Products and Chemicals. Inc., (Air 
Products) filed on behalf of Tennessee 
Gas Pipeline Company, a Division of 
Tenneco Inc. (Tennessee), P.O. Box 2511, 
Houston. Texas 77001, in Docket No. 
CP80-249, an application pursuant to 
Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing the transportation 
of up to 8,000 Mcf of natural gas per day 
produced by Tenneco Oil Company 
(Tenneco) and Shell Oil Company 
(Shell) and sold to Air Products for use 
in the ammonia reformer at Air 
Products* New Orleans, Louisiana, 
facility, all as more fully set forth in the 
application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Air Products states that, under 
certificates issued in Opinion No, 789 
issued March 7.1977. in Docket Nos. 
CP75-23 and CP7S-119, Tennessee is 
presently transporting volumes of 
natural gas averaging about 7,500 Mcf 
per day produced by Tenneco and Shell 
for process use (/.£., reformer heating 


requiring precise temperature controls 
and flame characteristics, as opposed to 
either boiler heating or feedstock usage) 
by Air Products in its ammonia 
reformer, which certificates authorize 
Tennessee to transport volumes 
produced by Shell and Tenneco to meet 
Air Products' feedstock and process 
requirements. 

By petition dated October 24,1979. it 
is stated. Tennessee has requested the 
Commission to rule upon whether Air 
Products' ammonia reformer usage 
meets the "process gas" definition as 
contained in the Opinion No. 789 
transportation certificates, to which Air 
Products has responded these 
requirements do properly fall within the 
"process gas" definition, as held in 
Opinion No. 789. 

Additionally, it is stated, on October 
25,1979, Air Products moved that the 
Commission eliminate the end-use 
restrictions in the existing 
authorizations with respect to the 
ammonia reformer requirements. 

By the instant application, 
authorization is sought for Tennessee to 
transport the gas produced by Shell and 
Tenneco for use as reformer fuel in Air 
Products' ammonia plant. Grant of the 
application, like grant of Air Products' 
October 25 motion, would, it is stated, 
render Tennessee's petition for 
declaratory ruling in Docket Nos. CP75- 
23 and CP75-119 moot by removing any 
possible doubt that Tennessee is 
authorized to transport gas to meet the 
ammonia reformer requirements. 

Air Products states that as the 
transaction was structured under 
contracts entered into in 1964 and 1965, 
Tenneco and Shell sell (as a matter of 
form) the volumes intended for Air 
Products to Creole Gas Pipeline 
Corporation (Creole), a wholly- 
intrastate Hinshaw line that connects 
Tennessee's Delta-Portland line with Air 
Products' New Orleans facility; Creole 
then resells those volumes to Air 
Products. Air Products states that the 
Commission has held, however, that, 
this formal structuring notwithstanding, 
the sales by Shell and Tenneco are "in 
substance direct sales" for the purposes 
of Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act, 
and thus "not subject to regulation as 
sales for resale." Accordingly, and to the 
extent that Order No. 27 applies only to 
direct sales by producers to users. Air 
Products asserts that the transactions in 
question properly fall within the 
purview of that order. 

Air Products states further that 
$ 157.105(a) of the Regulations specifics 
a term of five years for certificates 
issued under Order No. 27. Air Products 
states that the contracts under which 
Tenneco and Shell sell the gas covered 


by the instant application extend until 
1989. however, and may be extended 
and the Certificates issued in Docket 
Nos. CP75-23 and CP75-119, moreover, 
are of unlimited duration. In light of the 
fact that the authorization sought here is 
for the same transaction and operation 
covered in the aforesaid contracts and 
certificates, and in the absence of any 
purpose that would be served by 
imposing a five-year term, waiver of 
i 157.105(a) is respectfully requested. 

The specific information called for in 
18 CFR 157.103 is stated to be as follows: 

(a) The estimated volumes to be 
transported under this authorization are 
8.000 Mcf on a peak day. 7.520 Mcf on an 
average day, and 2,745.000 Mcf 
annually. 

(b) Because Tennessee is presently 
transporting the volumes in question 
pursuant to its authorization in Docket 
Nos. CP75-23 and CP75-119, it appears 
plain that such transportation can be 
performed without detriment to 
Tennessee’s existing general supply 
customers. To the extent that under 18 
CFR 157.103 the foregoing sentence 
requires confirmation from Tennessee, 
the Commission is respectively 
requested (i) to waive such requirement, 
or (ii) to request such confirmation 
directly from Tennessee. 

(c) Because Tennessee is presently 
transporting the volumes in question 
without detriment to its ability to serve 
residential or small commercial 
requirements, it is believed that the 
authorization sought here will have no 
impact upon its ability to provide 
systemwide deliveries for requirements 
defined in 18 CFR 2.78(a)(l)(i). 

(d) Under agreements dated August 
13.1964, and September 14.1964, as 
amended. Tennessee is currently 
transporting gas for Shell and Tenneco 
to meet Air Products* ammonia-reformer 
requirements. Those agreements are on 
file as Rate Schedules T-45 and T-43 of 
Tennessee's FERC Tariff. 

(e) Since, as noted. Creole is presently 
performing the service in question, it 
may be presumed to have the capacity 
to continue to transport and redeliver 
the gas in question without detriment to 
its other customers. 

(f) No further facilities are required to 
be constructed in connection with the 
proposed service since the gas in 
question is already being transported 
under authorization in Docket Nos. 
CP75-23 and CP75-119. 

(g) The proposed end-use, as indicated 
above, is a process heat source in the 
ammonia reformer at Air Products' New 
Orleans facility. The output of the 
ammonia reformer is used in the 
manufacture of chemical fertilizer ond 
under Standard Industrial Classification 
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Code 287 has been certified as an 
'essential agricultural use* *' by the 
Secretary of Agriculture. See 7 CFR 
2900.3. Accordingly, it is an “eligible 
use" under 18 CFR 157.102(a)(1). 

(h) As noted above. Air Products* New 
Orleans facility manufactures liquid 
hydrogen as well as ammonia. The 
average daily requirements at the 
facility during a recent month may be 
broken down as follows: 


k~<rnocm PWrt M* 

Fo»dMOCh Q—. .. -i 14,920 

P r a c—>0t- 7Jt 12 

Bo** to*---- 

Laid Hydros PWtti 

FctcfclOCfc gtt .- --- a. 196 

Prootttlual-- 1.826 


(I) For copies of the pertinent gas- 
purchase contracts with Shell and 
I enneco. the Commission is respectfully 
referred to the applications in Shell Oil 
Co ., Docket No. CI7S-884 and Tenneco 
Oil Co., Docket No. CI75-45. 

(j) To the best of Air Products' 

Y nowledge, the wells providing gas 
produced by Shell have been the subject 
of determinations by Louisiana and the 
FF.RC under Section 503 of the Natural 
Gas Policy Act of 1978. Air Products has 
no knowledge of any such 
determinations with respect to the gas 
sold by Tenneco. 

(k) To the best of Air Products' 
knowledge, none of the gas to be 
transported under the instant 
application would be produced in the 
offshore federal domain or is otherwise 
‘committed or dedicated to interstate 
commerce" as defined in Section 2(18) of 
the NGPA. 

(l) With the possible exception of 
Creole, no other intermediary is 
participating in the transaction between 
the producers and Air Products. As 
indicated above, Creole holds formal 
title to the gas transported on Creole's 
line between Tennessee and Air 
Products. Creole is not affiliated with 
Air Products, Tenneco. Shell, or 
Tennessee. 

(m) No new facilities are required 

*ince the service in question is already 
being performed under the certificates 
issued In Docket Nos. CP75-23 and 

CP75-119. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before April 4 , 
1980. file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington. 
DC. 20428. a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
MO) and the regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 


not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's rules. 

Take further notice that pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
by Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas 
Act and the Commission's rules of 
practice and procedure, a hearing will 
be held without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 

K 'ication if no petiton to intervene is 
within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Tennessee to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc 80-9427 Fifed 5-KHKfc *4* •»] 

BILLING COO€ 84*0-85-41 


(Docket No. CP80-262] 

Texas Gas Transmission Corp^ 
Application 

March 13.1980. 

Take notice that on February 29,1980, 
Texas Gas Transmission Corporation 
(Applicant), P.O. Box 1160, Owensboro, 
Kentucky 42301, filed ip Docket No. CP 
80-262 an application pursuant to 
Section 7(b) of the Natural Gas Act for 
permission and approval to abandon the 
transportation service rendered to South 
Jersey Gas Company (South Jersey), all 
as more fully set forth in the application 
which is on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

Applicant states that by Commission 
orders issued December 29.1977, and 
April 12,1978. in Docket No. CP77-528. it 
was authorized to transport on an 
interruptible basis up to 300 Mcf of 
natural gas per day for the account of 
South Jersey. It is stated that Applicant 
has not transported gas for South Jersey 
since November 17,1978, and pursuant 
to a letter dated January 7,1980. 
Applicant and South Jersey have since 
agreed to terminate the agreement under 
which the transportation service was 
performed. Applicant states that the 


proposed abandonment of service would 
not adversely affect it or its customers. 

Applicant states that the well in North 
Jefferson Island Field. Iberia Parish, 
Louisiana, which supplied the natural 
gas transported for the account of South 
Jersey was plugged and abandoned. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before April 3, 
1980. file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission. Washington. 
D.C. 20420, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it In determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
by Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas 
Act and the Commission's rules of 
practice and procedure, a hearing will 
be held without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that permission and 
approval for the proposed abandonment 
are required by the public convenience 
and necessity. If a petition for leave t<f 
intervene is timely filed, or if the 
Commission on its own motion believes 
that a formal hearing is required, further 
notice of such hearing will be duly 
given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for. unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc 80-5421 Fifed 5-19-80. 845 •m] 

BILLING COOC 8480-85-41 


(Docket No. GP79-90) 

Texas Pacific Oil Co., Inc.; 
Redesignating Former Docket and 
Severing Proceedings From Docket 
No. GP80-6 

March 12,1960. 

By order issued October 10.1979, the 
Commission consolidated and set for 
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hearing Texas Pacific Oil Company's 
Blanket Affidavit Filing of December 6. 
1978 (which was docketed as Docket No, 
CP79-90) and its FERC Gas Rote 
Schedule Nos. 10 and 95. By notice 
issued November 7.1979, the 
consolidated proceedings were 
redocketed under Arkansas Louisiana 
Gas Company, Docket No. CP80-6. 

Staff Counsel and the Chief 
Administrative Law Judge have 
requested redesignation of the above- 
mentioned Texas Pacific proceedings 
and separation of them from the other 
protests to Arkla contracts in Docket 
No. CP80-6 because the Texas Pacific 
proceedings concern a limited 
contractural dispute between Texas 
Pacific and Arkla. Accordingly, the 
Texas Pacific proceedings shall be 
redesignated os GP79-90 and severed 
from the remaining proceedings in 
GP80-6. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 80-4419 PUod 645 tm] 

BILLING CODE 6450-65-41 


(Docket No. ID-1729) 

Efwln W. Thurfow; Application 

March 13,1980. 

The applicant submits the following: 
Take notice that on January 17,1980, 
Elwin W. Thurlow filed an application 
pursuant to section 305(b) of the Federal 
Power Act to hold the following 
positions: 

President. Central Maine Power Company, 
Public Utility 

Director. Yankee Atomic Electric Company. 
Public Utility 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a 
petition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
825 North Capitol Street. NE.. 
Washington. D.C. 20428, in accordance 
with 5 8 18 and 1.10 of the Commission's 
rules of practice and procedure (18 CFR 
1.8 or 1.10). All such petitions or protests 
should be filed on or before April 4. 

1980. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this application are 
on file with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Dor. 80-6430 FlUd 3-UMIO 645 «mj 

Billing code 645o-65~y 


(Docket No. CPSO-263] 

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Une Corp. 
and Columbia Gulf Transmission Co.; 
Application 

March 13,1980. 

Take notice that on February 29,1980, 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Corporation (Transco), P.O. Box 1396, 
Houston, Texas 77001, and Columbia 
Gulf Transmission Company (Columbia 
Gulf), P.O. Box 683, Houston, Texas 
77001, filed in Docket No. CP80-263 a 
joint application pursuant to Section 7(c) 
of the Natural Gas Act for a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity 
authorizing the construction and 
operation of pipeline and appurtenant 
facilities in the offshore Texas area, all 
as more fully set forth in the application 
which is on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

Applicants state they have rights to 
purchase certain percentages of natural 
gas in the High Island area. Blocks A- 
446, A-447, A-448. and A-471. In order 
to attach these new gas supply sources. 
Applicants propose to construct, as co¬ 
owners. a natural gas gathering system 
consisting of approximately 12.53 miles 
of 16-inch pipeline and 2.89 miles of 12- 
inch pipeline to connect production 
platforms in the above blocks to the 
existing High island Offshore System 
(HIOS) facilities. Applicants also 
propose to construct appurtenant 
metering, regulating and connecting 
facilities at the four production 
platforms. Applicants state the proposed 
facilities. Project HI448, would connect 
to on underwater tap on HIOS' 30-inch 
western leg pipeline in High Island 
block A-470 where gas would be 
delivered for further transportation to 
onshore points. It is stated that up to 
125.000 Mcf of gas per day would be 
transported from the four blocks. 

Applicants state that the estimated 
cost of construction of such facilities 
would be Sl6.610.000, which cost would 
be financed initially through revolving 
credit arrangements, short-term loans, or 
available funds. It is stated that 
permanent financing would be 
undertaken as part of Applicants' 
respective overall long-term financing 
programs at later dates. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before April 3, 
1980, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission. Washington, 

D.C. 20426. a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10), All 


protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's rules. 

Take further notice that pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
energy Regulatory Commission by 
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission's rules of practice 
and procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(TO Doc 80-64J1 KUrd 3-19-80:645 un] 

arUJMQ COOE 6450-65-41 


[Docket No. CP79-2S1] 

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp.; 
Petition To Amend 

March 13.1980. 

Take notice that on March 3,1980, 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Corporation (Petitioner), P.O. Box 1396, 
Houston, Texas 77001, filed in Docket 
No. CP79-281 a petition to amend the 
order issued August 9,1979, in the 
instant docket pursuant to Section 7(c) 
of the Natural Gas Act so as to 
authorize an increase in the daily 
contract demand quantity transported 
for Natural Gas Pipeline Company of 
America (Natural) from 20,000 Mcf of 
gas to 30.000 Mcf, all as more fully set 
forth in the petition to amend which is 
on file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

Petitioner states that by order issued 
August 9,1979, it was authorized to 
receive and transport for Natural, on a 
firm basis, a daily contract demand 
quantity of up to 20,000 Mcf of gas from 
Block 269. Ship Shoal area, offshore 
Louisiana, and to delivery thermally 
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equivalent quantities to various points 
of delivery located in Texas and 
Louisiana. It is stated that for this 
service. Petitioner is paid by Natural an 
intitial monthly demand charge of 
$92,800 and retains an intital 1.2 percent 
of the gas received. 

Petitioner now requests authorization 
to increase the daily contract demand 
quantity from 20.000 Mcf to 30.000 Mcf 
of gas pursuant to an amendment to the 
April 11.1979. transportation agreement 
between Petitioner and Natural dated 
January 15.1980, which provides for the 
increase, it is stated. It is further stated 
that the initial monthly charge for the 
increased quantity would be $139,200. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition to amend should on or before 
April 4.1980. Tile with the Federal 
energy Regulatory Commission. 
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the 
Commission's rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(IB CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by it 
in determining the appropriate action to 
be taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
to a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing therein must file a 
petition to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission’s rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary . 

in* Doc rn-MU Kited 3-ft MS «jn) 

BrUJMO COOC 64 SO- 45 -M 


(Docket No. TA80-2-42 (APSO-1)] 

Transwestern Pipeline Co.; Proposed 
Changes in FERC Gas Tariff 

March 12. I960. 

Take notice that Transwestem 
Pipeline Company (Transwestem) on 
March 8,1980, tendered for Filing as part 
of its FERC Gas Tariff, Second Revised 
Volume No. 1, the following sheets: 
Substitute Revised Fifteenth Revised Sheet 
No. 5 

Substitute Fifteenth Revised Sheet No. 6 

These sheets are issued pursuant to 
Article VI, Advance Payment Tracking, 
of Transwestem’* Stipulation and 
Agreement in Docket No. RP77-19 
approved by Commission Order issued 
July 9.1979. in order to reduce 
Trariswestem's rates to reflect the 
repayment of advance payments. This 
rate reduction of 0.15c/dth is being 
applied to rates filed by Transwestem 
on March 3,1980, Transwestem's 


semiannual tracking adjustments 
effective April 1,1980. Pursuant to 
Article VI. paragraph (2). of the RP77-19 
Stipulation and Agreement 
Transwestem proposes that this rate 
reduction become effective coincident 
with its semiannual tracking 
adjustments. 

The proposed effective date of the 
above tariff sheets is April 1.1980. 
Transwestem requests that the 
Commission waive any of its regulations 
necessary to permit this rate reduction 
to become effective on April 1.1960. 

Copies of the filing were served upon 
the company's jurisdictional customers 
and interested state commissions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should Hie a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 825 
North Capitol Street. N.E.. Washington. 
DC 20428, in accordance with §5 1.8 and 
1.10 of the Commission’s rules of 
practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 

1.10). All such petitions or protests 
should be filed on or before March 24. 
1980. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc Kited MMOt MS 

at LUNG COOC 


(Docket No. ER80-265] 

Tucson Electric Power Co.; Filing San 
Diego-Tucson Interconnection 
Agreement 

March 12.198a 

The filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice that Tucson Electric 
Power Company ( Tucson") on March 5, 
1980, tendered for filing 
"Interconnection Agreement between 
San Diego Gas & Electric Company and 
Tucson Electric Power Company." The 
primary purpose of this Agreement is to 
establish the terms and conditions 
relative to the exchange of capacity and 
energy through interconnection of the 
systems of Tucson and San Diego Gas & 
Electric Company ("San Diego"), either 
directly or through the systems of other 
parties. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any application with reference to 
said Agreement should file a petition to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 


Energy Regulatory Commission. 825 
North Capitol Street. NE.. Washington, 
D.C. 20426 In accordance with 55 1.8 
and 1.10 of the Commission's rules of 
practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 

1.10)* All such petitions or protests 
should be filed on or before March 31, 
1980. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party must file o 
petition to intervene. Copies of this 
Agreement are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(TO Doc ao~B434 Kited 3 -HM». 8 43 am) 

BILLING COOC 


(Docket No. ER80-269) 

Tucson Electric Power Co.; Filing 
Amendment No. 2 to the TucsorvSan 
Diego 10-Year Power Sale and 
Interconnection Agreement 

March 13. I960. 

The filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice that Tucson Electric 
Power Company ('Tucson") on March 7, 
1980, tendered for filing Amendment No. 
2 to the Tucson-San Diego Ten Year 
Power Sale and Interconnection 
Agreement between Tucson and San 
Diego Gas & Electric Company ("San 
Diego"). The primary purpose of this 
Amendment No. 2 is to increase the 
Contract Demand during the Phase Two 
period of the Agreement from 100 MW 
to 150 MW. Tucson states that copies of 
the filing were served upon San Diego. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any application with reference to 
said Amendment should file a petition to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission. 825 
North Capitol Street. NE., Washington. 
D.C. 20426. in accordance with 58 1-8 
and 1.10 of the Commission's rules of 
practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 

1.10). All such petitions or protests 
should be filed on or before April 7, 

1980. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party must file a 
petition to intervene. Copies of this 
Amendment are on file w\^h the 
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Commission and arc available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(Fa Doc 40-6U5 Filed J-16-4* *45 *mj 

BILLING COO£ £4SO-45-41 


(Docket No. ER80-247) 

Virginia Electric and Power Co.; Filing 

March 13,190a 

The filing company submits the 
following: 

Take notice that on February 25.1980, 
Virginia Electric and Power Company 
(VEPCO) filed a Letter Agreement, 
dated January 21,1980, with Prince 
William Electric Cooperative (PWEC). 

The agreement provides that VEPCO 
will install, own, and maintain certain 
excess facilities in order to provide 
PWEC with data pulses to its equipment 
at eleven delivery points, as requested 
by PWEC 

VEPCO requests that the Commission 
allow the Letter Agreement to become 
effective on the date of connection of 
equipment which is expected to be in 
March. 1980. VEPCO further submits 
that it will notify the Commission of the 
date of connection when the equipment 
has been installed. 

Copies of this filing have been served 
upon the Virginia State Corporation 
Commission, Prince William Electric 
Cooperative and Southeastern Power 
Administration. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a 
petition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. 
825 North Capitol Street. NE.. 
Washington. D.C. 20425, In accordance 
with §S 1.8 and 1.10 of the Commission's 
rules of practice and procedure (18 CFR 
1.8 or 1.10). All such petitions or protests 
should be filed on or before April 4, 

1980. 

Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this application are 
on file with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(HR Doc 40-44:* Filed 5-tM* *45 mb| 

BILLING CODE 4450-45-41 


(Docket No. ER60-274] 

Virginia Electric and Power Co.; Filing 

March 13,1980. 

The filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice that on March 10,1980. 
Virginia Electric Power Company 
(Vepco) tendered for filing a revised 
Supplement No. 1-a for the City of 
Washington. North Carolina to Vepco’s 
FERC Electric Tariff. Revised Volume 
No. 1. Vepco states that the revised 
Supplement No. 1-a reflects corrections 
to certain items due to changes made in 
the past at the city of Washington 
Delivery Point by Vepco and the City of 
Washington. 

Vepco states that the revised 
Supplement No. l-o Is intended to 
supersede the Supplement No. l~a 
presently on file with the Commission 
and requests that the revised 
Supplement No. 1-a be allowed to 
become effective on February 15,1980. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before April 7. 
I960, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, petitions to intervene or 
protests in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10). All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Persons wishing to become parties to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file petitions to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's rules. The application Is 
on file with the Commission and is 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc 40-6437 Filed 5-16*0. *45 •*) 

BILLING CODE 6450-45-41 


(Docket No. ER80-2751 

Virginia Electric and Power Co.; Filing 

March 13,1980. 

The filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice that on March 10,1980. 
Virginia Electric and Power Company 
(VEPCO) tendered for filing a Contract 
Supplement dated November 18,1979 to 
the Rate Contract between VEPCO and 
the Town of Robersonville. North 
Carolina. 

Said Supplement requests the 
Commission's authorization for 
connection of a new delivery point 


designated as Town of Robersonville. 
Delivery Point No. 2. 

VEPCO requests that the Supplement 
No. 2 for the new delivery point become 
effective on the date of connection of 
the new facilities which is expected to 
occur sometime in April 1980. The 
Company will notify the Commission of 
the date of connection. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make protest with reference to said 
application should on or before April 7. 
1980, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington. 
D.C 20426, petitions to Intervene or 
protests in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10). All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered by it In 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Persons wishing to become parties to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file petitions to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. The application is 
on file with the Commission and is 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc 60-6434 Filed 5-16-4* *45 «tnj 

BILLING COOC S450454I 


(Docket No. EL79-20) 

Buckeye Power, Inc.; Intent To Act 

March 13.1980. 

On January 22,1980, the Presiding 
Judge issued and certified to the 
Commission a Disqualification Order in 
this proceeding which disqualified Mr. 
Drexel Journey and the firm Schiff 
Hardin 6 Waite from further 
participation In the above referenced 
proceeding. On February 11.1980, Mr. 
Journey and Schiff Hardin h Waite filed 
a Motion to Vacate the Disqualification 
Order, and a request for oral argument. 1 
The Commission intends to act on these 
matters in the near future. No matter 
relating to this proceeding shall be 
deemed granted or denied by reason of 
the expiration of time prescribed for 
Commission action in its Rules of 
Practice and Procedure. The 
Commission reserves the right to act on 
any issue relating to these matters. * 


1 On February 11,198* Mr. Joumry and Schiff 
Hardin & Wail* alto filed a Notice of Voluntary 
Withdrawal of Appearance. This notice does not 
require Commit*ion action. 
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By direction of the Commission. 
Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secmtaty. 

r/Ooe im-SBOs FtfoS s-is-en • *5 am] 

biUJHQ coot l*SWWI 


I Project Hot. 2965 and 3040) 

East Coast Energy Technology. Inc., 
and New Hampshire Water Resources 
Board; Applications for Preliminary 

Permit 

March 14 . 1900 . 

Take notice that East Coast Energy 
Technology. Inc. and the New 
Hampshire Water Resources Board 
filed on August 31.1979, and on 
February It. 198a respectively, 
competing applications (pursuant to the 
Federal Power Act, 10 U.S.C. Sections 
791(a)-825(r)l for preliminary permits for 
proposed hydroelectric power projects, 
each to be known as the Sewell's Falls 
Project, FERC Projects Nos. 2965 and 
3040, respectively, that would be located 
on the Merrimack River in the City of 
Concord. Merrimack County. New 
Hampshire. The former owner of the 
Scwall's Falls Dam and power facilities. 
Concord Electric Company, surrendered 
the license to operate the facilities in 
1966 Ownership of the project was 
subsequently transferred to the New 
Hampshire Water Resources Board. 
Correspondence with the East Coast 
Kneigy Technology. Inc. should be 
directed to: Mr. Max Isacoff. 30 Indigo 
Hill Road, Somersworth, New 
Hampshire 03878. Correspondence with 
the New Hampshire Water Resources 
Board should be directed to: Mr. George 
M McGee. Sr., New Hampshire Water 
Resources Board. 37 Pleasant Street, 
Concord, New Hampshire 03301. 

Purpose of Project —Project energy 
developed from Project No. 2965 would 
be sold to either the Public Service 
Company of New Hampshire or the 
Concord Electric Company. Project 
energy developed from Project No. 3040 
would be sold to the Concord Electric 
Company for distribution to its 
< uHtomers in the project area. 

Proposed Scope and Cost of Studies 
under Permit —Each Applicant seeks 
issuance of a preliminary permit for a 
period of three years, during which time 
each Applicant proposes that it would 
perform surveys and geologic 
investigations, reach final agreement on 
sale of project power, secure financing 
i ommitments, consult wilh Federal 
State, and local government agencies 
concerning the potential environmental 
effects of the p rojec t, and prepare an 
application for FERC license, including 
an environmental report The East Coast 


Energy Technology. Inc. and the New 
Hampshire Water Resources Board 
estimate the costs of studies under the 
permit would be approximately $15,000 
and $150.00a respectively. 

Project Description. —Each Applicant 
would utilize: (1) the existing Sewn Us 
Falls Dam, a timber crib diversion dam. 
497 feet long and 23 feet high; (2) the 
existing power canal 1.280 feet long; and 
(3) the existing reservoir with a surface 
area of 350 acres and a storage capacity 
of 1,630 acre-feet at a normal maximum 
surface elevation of 240.88 feet m.s.1. 

The East Coast Energy Technology. 
Inc. intends to construct a 68 by 95-foot 
powerhouse, deepen and widen the 
tailrace, install tube type turbine- 
generator units with a total installed 
capacity of 4.275 kW. construct a 
transformer station and a switching 
station, and erect 33 and 2.4-kV 
transmission lines. It is estimated that 
annual generation would average 24.6 
million kWh. 

The New Hampshire Water Resources 
Board also intends to construct a new 
powerhouse and install two tube-type 
turbine-generator units with a total 
capacity of 2,850-kW. It is estimated that 
annua) generation would average 20.5 
million kWh. 

Purpose of Preliminary Permit—A 
preliminary permit does not authorize 
construction. A permit, if issued, gives 
the Permittee, during the term of the 
permit, the right of priority of 
application for license while the 
Permittee undertakes the necessary 
studies and examinations to determine 
the engineering, economic, and 
environmental feasibility of the 
proposed project, the market for power, 
and alt other necessary information for 
inclusion in an application for a license. 

Agency Comments.— Federal. State, 
and local agencies that receive this 
notice through direct mailing from the 
Commission are invited to submit 
comments on the described applications 
for a preliminary permit. (A copy of the 
applications may be obtained directly 
from the respective Applicants). 
Comments should be confined to 
substantive issues relevant to the 
issuance of a permit as described in this 
notice. No other formal request for 
comments will be made. If an aaency 
does not File comments within the time 
set below, it will be presumed to have 
no comments. 

Competing Applications. —Anyone 
desiring to file a competing application 
must submit to the Commission, on or 
before May 15.1980. either the 
competing application itself or a notice 
of intent to Hie a competing application. 
Submission of a timely notice of intent 
allows an interested person to file the 


competing application no later than July 
14. 198a A notice of intent must conform 
with the requirements of 18 C.FJC 4.33 
(b) and (c). (os amended', 44 Fed. Reg. 
61328, October 25. 1979). A competing 
application must conform with the 
requirements of 18 C.F.R.. 4.33 (e) and 
(d), (os amended, 44 Fed. Reg. 61328, 
October 25, 1979). 

Comments, Protests, or Petitions to 
Intervene .—Anyone desiring to be heard 
or to make any protests about these 
applications should file a petition to 
intervene or a protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, in 
accordance with the requirements of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure, 18 CFR 11.8 or S 1.10 (1979). 
Comments not in the nature of a protest 
may also be submitted by conforming to 
the procedures specified in $ 1.10 for 
protests. In determining the appropriate 
action to take, the Commission will 
consider all protests or other comments 
bled, but a person who merely files a 
protest or comments does not become a 
party to the proceeding. To become a 
party, or to participate in any hearing, a 
person must file a petition to intervene 
in accordance with the Commission's 
Rules. Any comment protest or petition 
to intervene must be filed on or before 
May 15.1980. The Commission's address 
is: 825 North Capitol Street N.E., 
Washington, D.C. 20428. The 
applications are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[TO Ok IMtll PM J-HMW. frtt aw) 

B«UJHG coot MJwm 


(Docket No. RP79-76) 

Cities Service Gas Co.; Informal 
Settlement Conference 

Morch 17.198a 

Take notice that on April 2,1980. and 
if necessary April 3.1980, at 10:00 A.M. 
on each day there will be an informal 
conference of all interested persons for 
the purpose of continued settlement 
discussions in these proceedings. The 
meeting places for the conference will 
be at the offices of the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission. 941 North 
Capitol Street. N.E.. Room 3401, 
Washington, DC 20426. 

Customers and other interested 
persons will be permitted to attend, but 
if such persons have not previously been 
permitted to intervene in this matter by 
order of the Commission, attendance 
will not be deemed to authorize 
intervention as a party in these 
proceedings. 
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All parties will be expected to come 
fully prepared to discuss the merits of 
the issues arising in these proceedings 
and to make commitments with respect 
to such issues and to any offers of 
settlement or stipulation discussed at 
the conference. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

|HI Doc. 40-MtO Fifed S-1B-4Q; *45 *m] 

BILLING COOC 6450-45-11 


(Project No. 76S] 

City of Colorado Springs, Colo.; 
Application for Exemption for Small 
Conduit Hydroelectric Facility 

March 14.1980. 

Take notice that on January 11.1980. 
the City of Colorado Springs. Colorado 
filed an application, under Section 30 of 
the Federal Power Act (Act) |10 U.S.C. 

§ 823(a)] for exemption of a constructed 
project from the requirements of Part 1 of 
the Act. The Ruxton Park and Manitou 
Springs Hydroelectric Project (FERC No. 
768) is currently under annual license. 
The project powerhouses are located on 
londs owned by the Applicant, near the 
City of Colorado Springs, in El Paso 
County. Colorado. Correspondence with 
the Applicant should be directed to Mr. 
James D. Phillips. Director, Department 
of Public Utilities, City of Colorado 
Springs, 18 South Nevada Avenue, 
Colorado Springs, Colorado 80947, 

Purpose of Project —The complex 
system of 10 storage reservoirs and 
miles of water conveyance conduits, to 
which the project powerhouses and their 
appurtenant facilities are connected, are 
used primarily to supply domestic water 
to the City. The energy generated by the 
small conduit hydroelectric facility is 
incidental to the water supply function 
of the system. Water is discharged back 
into the conveyance conduits after being 
used for power generation. Project 
power is used in the Applicant’s utility 
grid. 

Project Description .—The constructed 
project consists of two separate 
developments. The Ruxton Park 
powerhouse contains a horizontal 
impulse Pelton turbine/generator with 
an installed capacity of 1,000 kW. The 
facility utilizes an average head of 1,114 
feet and has a hydraulic capacity of 15 
cubic feet per second. The Manitou 
Springs development contains two 
horizontal impulse Pelton turbine/ 
generators having a total installed 
capacity of 5,000 kW. and a substation 
adjacent to the powerhouse containing a 
6.9/13.8-kV transformer. The project's 
annual energy production is 
approximately 18.000 MWh. 


Agency Comments.—' The U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service and the Colorado 
Division of Wildlife are requested, 
pursuant to Section 30 of the Federal 
Power Act. to submit appropriate terms 
and conditions to protect any fish and 
wildlife resources. Other Federal. State, 
and local agencies that receive this 
notice through direct mailing from the 
Commission are requested to provide 
any comments they may have in 
accordance with their duties and 
responsibilities. No other formal 
requests for comments will be made. 
Comments should be confined to 
substantive issues relevant to the 
granting of an exemption. If an agency 
does not file comments within the time 
set below, it will be presumed to have 
no comments. 

Comments , Protests . or Petitions to 
Intervene.— Anyone desiring to be heard 
or to make any protest about this 
application should file a petition to 
intervene or a protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, in 
accordance with the requirements of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure, 18 CFR. § 1.8 or 1.10 (1979). 
Comments not in the nature of a protest 
may also be submitted by conforming to 
the procedures specified in { 1.10 for 
protests. In determining the appropriate 
action to take, the Commission will 
consider all protests or other comments 
filed, but a person who merely files a 
protest or comments does not become a 
party to the proceeding. To become a 
party or to participate in any hearing, a 
person must file a petition to intervene 
in accordance with the Commission's 
Rules. Any comments, protest, or 
petition to intervene must be filed on or 
before April 28.1980. The Commission's 
address is; 825 North Capitol Street. 

N.E., Washington. D.C. 20426. The 
application is on file with the 
Commission and is available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|F* Doc 40-4611 Fifed 5-19-40. *45 «aj 

BILLING COOC M55-45-M 


(Docket No. ID-1780] 

Charles A Heller, Jr., Filing 

March 14.1980. 

Take notice that on March 10.1980, 
Charles A. Heller. Jr. (Applicant), filed 
an application pursuant to Section 
305(b) of the Federal Power Act to hold 
the following positions: 

President and Director. Ohio Power 
Company. Electric Utility. 

Vice President. Beech Bottom Power 
Company. Inc,. Electric Utility. 


Vice President and Director. Cardinal 

Operating Company. Electric Utility. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street, N.E.. Washington, 
D.C. 20420 . in accordance with Sections 
1.8 and 1.10 of the Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 
1.10). All such petitions or protests 
should be filed on or before April 10. 
1980. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

fFR Doc 40-0614 Fifed 5-10-00 *45 *m| 

BILLING COOC *450-45-41 


(Docket No. SA80-87] 

Highland Resources, Inc.; Application 
for Adjustment 

March 14,1980. 

On February 29. I960, Highland 
Resources. Inc., 800 San Jacinto Building, 
Houston. Texas 77002 (Applicant), filed 
with the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission (Commision) an application 
for an adjustment under } 1.41 of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure. 

Applicant requests that: (1) the 
Commission accept Applicant's 
amendment to its December 29,1978 
Blanket Affidavit filing, which would 
have the effect of including Applicant's 
Rate Schedule No. 13 wells within the 
original Blanket Affidavit as of 
December 29.1978 notwithstanding 
FERC Order Nos. 15 and 15-A: and (2) 
that the Commission waive its thirty-day 
filing requirement under { 154.94(h)(iii) 
of its Regulations (FERC Order No. 25). 
The requested waiver would allow 
Applicant to collect the section 102(d) 
NGPA ceiling price on and after 
November 28.1979 rather than beginning 
February 20,1980 with regard to the 
initial section 102(d) wells under 
Applicant's Rate Schedule Nos. 13 and 
7. The requested waiver would also 
atlow Applicant to collect the section 
102(d) NCPA ceiling price with regard to 
the initial section 102(d) well under 
applicant's Rate Schedule No. 14 
beginning on July 18,1979 rather than on 
February 20.1980. 

The procedures applicable to the 
conduct of this adjustment proceeding 
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are found in { 1.41 of the Commission's 
Rules of Practice and Procedure. Order 
No. 24 issued March 22.1979. 

Any person desiring to participate in 
this adjustment proceeding shall file a 
petition to intervene in accordance with 
the provisions of i 1.41. All petitions to 
Intervene must be filed on or before 
April 4.1900. 

Konneth F. Ptumb. 

Secretary, 

F ? Dm -. MilS FtUd i*lMl Sift an) 

BILLING COOC M50-45-M 


Project HO. 3003) 

Town of Huntington. Mass.; 

Application for Preliminary Permit 

March 14.1980. 

Take notice that an application was 
filed on November 2a 1979. under the 
Federal Power Act. 10 U.S.C. Section 
791(a)— Section 825(r) by the Town of 
Huntington. Massachusetts, for a 
preliminary permit for a proposed water 
power project to be known 88 the 
Littleville Lake Dam Project. FERC No. 
3003. The project w ould be located on 
the Westfield River in Hampshire 
County, Massachusetts. The proposed 
project would utilize Federal lands and 
a Federal dam under the Jurisdiction of 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 
Correspondence with the Applicant 
should be directed to: Mr. William C 
Caitenby, Chairman, Board of 
Selectmen!, Town Hall Park Street 
Huntington. Massachusetts 01050. 

fhirpose of Project —Applicant would 
use project power for municipal 
purposes, with any excess power being 
sold to local public utilities. 

Proposed Scope and Cost of Studies 
Under Permit— Applicant seeks a 
preliminary permit for a period of three 
years, during which time the Applicant 
would prepare surveys, maps, current 
and projected estimates of water 
withdrawals, foundation explorations, 
design alternatives, and economic 
feasibility studies. Depending upon the 
outcome of the studies, the Applicant 
would decide whether to proceed with 
an application for license. Applicant 
estimates the cost of studies under the 
permit would be between $20,000 and 
$30,000. 

Project Description. —The proposed 
project would utilize the U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers' existing Littleville 
Lake Dam and Reservoir, a facility of 
ihe Connecticut River Basin Flood 
Control Project, and would consist of: (1) 
a powerhouse to be constructed at the 
end of an existing outlet tunnel; and (2] 
appurtenant facilities. The installed 
capacity would be between 500 and 


1,200 kW, depending on the results of 
future studies. It is estimated that the 
average annual energy output would be 
between 2.7 and 0.2 megawatt-hours. 

Purpose of Preliminary Permit —A 
preliminary permit does not authorize 
construction. A permit, if issued, gives 
the Permittee, during the term of the 
permit the right of priority of 
application for license while the 
Permittee undertakes the necessary 
studies and examinations to determine 
the engineering, economic, and 
environmental feasibility of the 
proposed project, the market for power, 
and all other necessary information for 
inclusion in an application for a license. 

Agency Comments .—Federal State, 
and local agencies that receive this 
notice through direct mailing from the 
Commission are invited to submit 
comments on the described application 
for preliminary permit. (A copy of the 
application may be obtained directly 
from the Applicant.) Comments should 
be confined to substantive Issues 
relevant to the issuance of a permit and 
consistent with the purpose of a permit 
as described In this notice. No other 
formal request for comments will be 
made. If an agency does not file 
comments within the time set below, it 
will be presumed to have no comments. 

Competing Applications. —Anyone 
desiring to file a competing application 
must submit to the Commission, on or 
before May 15.1980, either the 
competing application itself or a notice 
of intent to file a competing application. 
Submission of a timely notice of intent 
allows an interested person to file the 
competing application no later than July 
14.1980. A notice of Intent must conform 
with the requirements of 18 CFR 4.33 (b) 
and (c), (os amended\ 44 Fed. Reg. 81328, 
October 25.1979). A competing 
application must c onfor m with the 
requirements of 18 CFR 4.33 (a) and (d). 
(os amended, 44 Fed. Reg. 81328. 

October 25.1979). 

Comments , Protests, or Petitions to 
Intervene.— Anyone desiring to be heard 
or to make any protests about this 
application should file a petition to 
intervene or a protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, in 
accordance with the requirements of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure, 18 CFR. ( 1.10 (1979). 
Comments not in the nature of a protest 
may also be submitted by conforming to 
the procedures specified in } 1.10 for 
protests. In determining the appropriate 
action to take, the Commission will 
consider all protests or other comments 
filed, but a person who merely files a 
protest or comments does not become a 
party to the proceeding. To become a 
party, or to participate in any hearing, a 


person must file a petition to intervene, 
in accordance with the Commission's 
Rules. Any comments, protest, or 
petition to intervene must be filed on or 
before May 15.1980. The Commission's 
address is: 825 North Capitol Street NE^ 
Washington. D.C. 20428. The application 
i 9 on file with the Commission and is 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

irX Doc MBit IUm! • 45 a*nj 

billing cooc uso-ts-M 


(Docket No. EC80-6J 

lowa-llllnois Gas and Electric Co.; 
Application for Authority To Sell 
Certain Electric Facilities 

March 17.1960. 

The filing company submits the 
following: 

Take notice that on March ia 1980. 
lowa-Illinois Gas and Electric Company 
(Company), an Illinois corporation with 
its principal office at 206 East Second 
Street. P.O. Box 4350, Davenport Iowa 
52808, filed, pursuant to Section 203 of 
the Federal Power Act and Part 33 of the 
Commission’s Regulations thereunder, 
an application for authority to sell 
approximately 67.82 miles of 161-kV 
electric transmission line in the Iowa 
counties of Polk, Story. Boone and 
Webster. The purchaser of the facilities 
will be Central Iowa Power Cooperative 
(Cooperative). Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 

The Company states it is engaged 
primarily in the generation, 
transmission, distribution and sale at 
retail of electric energy, and in the 
purchase, distribution and sate at retail 
of natural gas in various communities 
and places in Iowa and Illinois. Among 
its electric transmission facilities which 
it owns and operates is an 81.54 mile 
101-kV electric transmission line from 
Des Moines to Fort Dodge, Iowa, which 
has formed a portion of its scheduling 
path to its Fort Dodge area loads. The 
Company states it has made additions 
and improvements in its interconnected 
electric transmission facilities enabling 
it to serve its Fort Dodge area electric 
loads from its generation sources in 
western Iowa. Company states 
Cooperative, serving electric loads in 
central Iowa through which a portion of 
Company's 161-kV line traverses, 
desires to utilize approximately 67.82 
miles of the transmission line, proposed 
to be sold, as a transmission path, and 
as a part of its electric system 
development to serve its loads from Us 
generation sources in western Iowa and 
elsewhere. 
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The Company states the proposed 
sale, coupled with a proposed and 
related interconnecton agreement 
between the parties, will facilitate the 
development of their respective systems, 
and enhance the reliability of the overall 
transmission systems of the parties, 
consistent with the public interest. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a 
petition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. 
825 North Capitol Street. N.E.. 
Washington. D.C. 20426. in accordance 
with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before April 4,198a Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. Copies 
of this application are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(F* Doc. 00-0017 Filed 3-19-10 *46 an] 

ettUHQ COOC MS04MI 


(Docket No. EL80-19J 

Massachusetts Municipal Wholesale 
Electric Co. v. Power Authority of the 
State of New York; Filing 

March 14.1980. 

The filing party submits the following; 
Take notice that on March 4.198a the 
Massachusetts Municipal Wholesale 
Electric Company (MMWEC) filed a 
formal complaint against the Power 
Authority of the state of New York 
(PASNY). 

MMWEC requests that this 
Commission modify the allocation of 
Niagara Project power that was recently 
implemented by PASNY. 


MMWEC further seeks partial 
summary judgement as stated in its 
complaint. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a 
petition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. 
825 North Capitol Street. NE., 
Washington. D.C. 20426. in accordance 
with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before April 14.1980. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. Copies 
of this application are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kcnnoth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc 80-0819 Filed 3-19-00 *45 am) 

BILLING COOC lUft jfl jj 


(Docket Noe. CI77-42, et a L) 

Mobil Oil Exploration & Producing 
Southeast, Inc., et al.; Applications for 
Certificates, Abandonment of Service 
and Petitions To Amend Certificates 1 

March 13, I960. 

Take notice that each of the 
Applicants listed herein has filed an 
application or petition pursuant to 
Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act for 
authorization to sell natural gas in 
interstate commerce or to abandon 
service as described herein, all as more 
fully described in the respective 
applications and amendments which are 
on file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 


' This notice does not provide for conaoHdatlon 
foe bearing of tbs several nutter* covered herein. 


It appears reasonable and consistent 
with the public interest in this case to 
prescribe a period shorter than 10 days 
for the filing of protests and petitions to 
intervene. Therefore, any person 
desiring to be heard or to make any 
protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 
21.1980, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington. 
D.C. 20426. a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10). All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
to a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing therein must file a 
petition to intervene In accordance with 
the Commission's Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
by Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas 
Act and the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure a hearing will be 
held without further notice before the 
Commission on all applications in which 
no petition to intervene is filed within 
the time required herein if the 
Commission on its own review of the 
matter believes that a grant of the 
certificates or the authorization for the 
proposed abandonment is required by 
the public convenience and necessity. 
Where a petition for leave to intervene 
is timely filed, or where the Commission 
on its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or 
to be represented at the hearings. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 
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Docket No 
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HUMS OOOt 9490 95-I t 


(Docket No. ER0O-2761 

Otter Tail Power Co^ Proposed Tariff 
Change 

March 17. I960. 

The filing Company submits the 

following: 

Take notice. That Otter Tail Power 
Company (Otter Tail) on March 12. I960, 
tendered an Agreement for Distribution 
Substation (Local Transformation 
Service) with the City of Stephen. 
Minnesota. The agreement provides for 
charges of 2 miils/kWh for use of Otter 
Tail's distribution substation facilities 
(local transformation service). 

The new agreement was made 
necessary by the termination of prior 
arrangements upon the expiration and 
termination of a contract between Otter 
Tail and the Bureau of Reclamation of 
the United States Department of the 
interior, now Western Area Power 
Administration (WAPA), of the 
Department of Energy (DOE), which 
agreement expired by its terms on 
December 31,197ft, but the termination 
of which was suspended for five months 
until May 31.1977. and by the 
termination of a prior agreement 
between Otter Tail and the City of 
Stephen which ended 
contemporaneously therewith. 

Copies of the filing were served upon 
the City of Stephen. Minnesota, and the 


Minnesota Public Utilities Commission. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a 
petition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. 
825 North Capitol Street, NJL. 
Washington. D C. 20426. in accordance 
with § 1.8 and { 1.10 of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,1.10). All such 
petitions for protests should be filed on 
or before April 7,198a Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. Copies 
of this application are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kennoth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[KK Doc. 86-0622 Flkd 5-19-80 945 raj 

BILLING COOC 8450-46-41 


(Docket No. ID-1692] 

John W. Vaughan; Filing 

March 14.1980. 

Take notice that on March 11.1900 
John W. Vaughan. (Applicant), filed an 


application pursuant to Section 305(b) of 
the Federal Power Act to hold the 
following positions: 

Preftldant and Director. Appalachian Power 
Company. Electric Utility. 

Vice President and Director. Kanawha Valley 
Power Company. Electric Utility. 

Director. Ohio Valley Electric Corporation. 
Electric Utility. 

Any person desiring to be beard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street. N.E^ Washington, 
D.C. 20426, in accordance with $$ 1.8 
and 1.10 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR IJk 
1.10). All such petitions or protests 
should be filed on or before April 10, 
1980. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file 8 petition to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary 

(TO Doc 96-9808 Mod 5-19-80 945 ara) 

BILLING COOC 8450-95-41 
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(No. 159J 

Determinations by Jurisdictional 
Agencies Under the Natural Gas Policy 
Act of 1978 

March 13,190). 

The Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission received notices from the 
jurisdictional agencies listed below of 
determinations pursuant to 18 CFR 
274.104 and applicable to the indicated 
wells pursuant to the Natural Gas Policy 
Act of 1978. 

Ohio Department of Natural Resource# 
Division of Oil and Gas 

1, Control number (F.E.R.C./State) 

Z API well number 

3. Section of NGPA 

4. Operator 

5. Well name 

fl. Field or OCS area name 
7. County, State or Block No. 

& Estimated annual volume 

9. Date received at FERC 

10. Purchasers) 

1. 80-15615/01407 

2. 34-119-23071-0014 
3.106 000 000 

4. The Clinton Oil Co 

5. H Kenneth McDonald #1 
0. 

7. Muskingum OH 
a 20.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10. Columbia Gas Transmission Corp 

1. 80-15618/01489 

2. 34-031-22067-0014 
3.106 000 000 

4. The Clinton Oil Co 

5. James Siegrist #1 

6 . 

7. Coshocton OH 
6.1.2 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10. Columbia Cas Transmission Corp 

1. 80-15617/01493 

2. 34-031-22896-0014 

3. 108 000 000 

4. The Clinton Oil Co 

5. John Anderson #1 

6 . 

7. Coshocton OH 
8.18.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12. 1980 . 

10. Columbia Gas Transmission Corp 
1. 80-15618/01495 
2.34-119-22926-0014 

3. 106 000 000 

4. The Clinton Oil Co 

5. Ada B Showers A Shattuck #1 

6 . 

7. Muskingum OH 

8. 2.2 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10. Columbia Gas Transmission Corp 

1. 80-15619/01592 

2. 34-119-23903-0014 

3. 106 000 000 

4. American Exploration Co 

5. P Collins #1 

6 . 

7. Muskingum County OH 

8. 4.5 million cubic feet 


9. February 1Z 1980 

10. Ciinton/Newzane Cas Co 

1. 80-15620/01581 

2. 34-167-24049-0014 

3.106 000 000 

4. Cline Oil A Gas Co 

5. Morris *1 

6 . 

7. Washington OH 

8.10.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 1Z 1980 

10. Columbia Gas Transmission Corp 

1.80- 15621/04594 

Z 34-075-01749-0014 

3. 108 000 000 

4. William N Tlpka 

5. Lester McCullough »1 

8. 

7. Holmes OH 

8. 4.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 1Z 1980 

10. Columbia Gas Trans Corp 

1. 80-15622/04595 

2. 34-690-18150-0140 

3.106 000 000 

4. William N Tlpka 

5. J Swartzentruber #1 

6 . 

7. Wayne OH 

a 3.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10. Columbia Gas Trans Corp 

1.80- 15623/07018 

2. 34-169-22024-0014 

3.103 000 000 

4. King Drilling Co 

5. Robert Steiner #1 

8. 

7. Wayne OH 

8.10 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 1Z 1980 

10. Columbia Gas Transmission Corp 

1.80- 15624/07019 

Z 34-169-22050-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. King Drilling Co 

5. John Liechty 1 
6 

7. Wayne OH 

8.10.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 1Z 1980 

10. Columbia Cas Transmission Corp 

1. 80-15625/07020 

2. 34-169-22002-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. King Drilling Co 

5. Guy Burkholder 1 

8. 

7. Wayne OH 

8.10.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 1Z 1980 

10. Columbia Cas Transmission Corp 

1. 80-15628/07021 

Z 34-169-21983-0014 

3.103 000 000 

4. King Drilling Co 

5. |ames Perret 1 

a 

7. Wayne OH 

8.10.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 1Z 1980 

10. Columbia Cos Transmission Corp 

1. 80-15627/07022 

Z 34-169-21985-0014 


3. 103 000 000 

4. King Drilling Co 

5. Harry Blough 1 

a 

7. Wayne OH 

8.10.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 1Z 1980 

10. Columbia Gas Transmission Corp 
1. 80-15628/07817 

Z 34-069-22665-0014 
3.108 000 000 

4. Dal Ken Corp 

5. Aberegg *1 

6 . 

7. Licking OH 

a .7 million cubic feet 
9. February 1Z 1980 
ia Dal Ken Corp 
1. 80-15629/07618 
Z 34-127-23455-0014 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Dal Ken Corp 
5 Beachy *1 

8. 

7. Peny OH 

8. .5 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10. Dal-Ken Corp 

1. 80-15630/07620 

2. 34-127-23339-0014 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Dal-Ken Corp 

5. Curry *1 

a 

7. Perry OH 
a .7 million cubic feet 

9. February 1Z 1980 

10. Dal Ken Corp 

1.80- 15631/07621 

2. 34-127-23320-0014 
3.108 000 000 

4. Dal-Ken Corp 

5. Curry #2 

6. 

7. Perry OH 

8. .7 million cubic feet 

9. February 1Z 1960 

10. Dal-Ken Corp 
1. 80-15632/07622 

Z 34-119-23873-0014 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Dal-Ken Corp 

5. Ellis *1 

6 . 

7. Muskingum OH 
a 2.4 million cubic feet 

9. February 1Z 1980 

10. Dal-Ken Corp 
1. 80-15633/07623 

Z 34-069-22760-0014 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Dal-Ken Corp 

5. Kinser *1 

a 

7. Licking OH 
a .3 million cubic feet 

9. February 1Z 1980 

10. Dal-Ken Corp 

1.80- 15634/07624 

Z 34-069-22833-0014 

3.106 000 000 

4. Dal-Ken Corp 

5. Kinser #2 

6 . 

7. Licking OH 
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& .7 million cubic feel 
9. February 12,1980 
to Dal-Ken Corp 

1. 80-15635/07825 

2, 34-127-23260-0014 

3.108 000 000 

4 Dal-Ken Corp 

5. Kish *1 

6. 

7. Perry OH 
6 6 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10. Dal-Ken Corp 

1. 90-15636/07628 

2. 34-127-23564-0014 

3.108 000 000 

4. Dal-Ken Corp 

5. Kwh-Buck *1 
6 

7. Perry OH 

6 6,3 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10. Dal-Ken Corp 
1 80-15637/07627 

Z 34-127-23074-0014 

3. 108 000 000 

4 Dal-Ken Corp 

5. Krofft *1 

6 . 

7. Perry OH 

8. 30 million cubic feet 

9. February' 12.1980 

10. Dal-Ken Corp 
1 80-15638/07628 

Z 34-080-22761-0014 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Dal-Ken Corp 

5 McComb #1 

6 

7 Licking OH 

8. 8 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10. Dal-Ken Corp 
t 80-15839/07629 

Z 34-127-23278-0014 
3 108 000 000 

4. Dal-Ken Corp 

5. Melick #2 

ft. 

7. Perry OH 

8. .8 million cubic feet 

9. February 1Z 1980 

10. Dal-Ken Corp 
1 80-15640/07830 

2. 34-127-23585-0014 

3 108 000 000 

4 Dal-Ken Corp 

5 Melick *8 

6 

7. Perry OH 

8.1.5 million cubic feet 
9 February 12. 1900 

10. Dal-Ken Corp 

1.80-15041/07631 

2. 34-127-23112-0014 

3.108 000 000 

4. Dal-Ken Corp 

5. C Miller #1 . 

8. 

7. Perry OH 
6 .5 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10. Dal-Ken Corp 

1. 80-15642/07832 


2. 34-127-23633-0014 
3.106 000 000 
4 . Dal-Ken Corp 

5.1 Miller *3 

6 . 

7. Perry OH 

6.1.1 million cubic feet 

9. February 1Z I960 

10. Dul-Ken Corp 
1 00-15643/07634 

Z 34-127-22969-0014 

3.108 000 000 

4. Dal-Ken Corp 

5. T Rhodes *1 

6 . 

7. Perry OH 

8. .5 million cubic feet 

9. February 12, I960 

10. Dal-Ken Corp 

1. 80-15644/07635 

Z 34-127-23321-0014 
3.106 000 000 

4. Dal-Ken Corp 

5. T Rhodes *2 

6. 

7. Perry OH 
6 .5 million cubic feet 

9. February 1Z I960 

10. Dal-Ken Corp 

1. 80-15645/07636 

Z 34-127-23114-0014 

3.108 000 000 

4. Dal-Ken Coip 

5. C Rockwell #1 

6. 

7. Perry OH 

8. .5 million cubic feel 

9. February’ *2.1980 

10. Dal-Ken Corp 

1. 80-15646/07637 

2. 34-127-23271-0014 

3.108 000 000 

4. Dal-Ken Corp 

5. C Rockwell *2 

6 . 

7. Perry OH 

8. .5 million cubic feirt 

9. February 1Z 1980 

10. Dal-Ken Corp 
1. 80-15647/07638 

Z 34-119-23320-0014 

3.108 000 000 

4. Dal-Ken Corp 

5. Rusnak -1 

6. 

7. Muskingum OH 
8 1.6 million cubic feet 


7. Perry OH 

8. .9 million cubic feet 

9. February 1Z 1980 

10. Dal-Ken Corp 

1. 80-15650/07841 

Z 34-127-23189-0014 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Dal Ken Corp 

5 Smith 32 

6 . 

7. Perry OH 
a 1.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 1Z I960 

10. Dal-Ken Corp 

1.80- 15651/07642 

2. 34-127-23282-0014 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Dal-Ken Corp 
a Smith #3 

a 

7. Perry OH 

a 1.7 million cubic feet 

9. February 1Z 1980 

10. Dal-Ken Corp 
1. 80-15652/07643 

Z 34-089-22835-0014 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Dal-Ken Corp 
a Thompson *3 

8. 

7. Licking OH 

8. 3 million cubic feet 

9. February 1Z 1980 

10. Dal Ken Corp 
1. 80-15853/07644 

Z 34-127-23337-0014 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Dal-Ken Corp 

6 Toler #1 
8 

7. Perry OH 

8. .3 million cubic feet 

9. February 1Z 1980 

10. Dal-Ken Corp 

1. 80-15654/07845 

Z 34-127-23728-0014 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Dal-Ken Corp 

5. Wilkens #2 

6. 

7. Perry OH 

8. .2 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10. Dal-Ken Corp 

1.80- 15655/07785 

2. 34-119-24568-0014 

3. 103 000 000 


9. February 12,1980 

10. Dal-Ken Corp 
1. 80-15648/07839 

Z 34-119-23317-0014 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Dal-Ken Corp 

5. Rusnak #2 

8. 

7. Muskingum OH 
8.1.6 million cubic feet 

9. February 1Z 1980 

10. Dal-Ken Corp 

1. 80-15649/07640 

2. 34-127-23105-0014 

3.108 000 000 

4. Dal Ken Corp 

5. Singleton *1 

6 . 


4. Southern Ohio Energy Co 

5. Robert & Margaret McBride 1-A 

a 

7. Muskingum OH 
a 10.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 1Z 1980 

10. International Harvester Co 

1. 80-15658 

2. 34-007-21175-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. |ud Noble and Associates Inc 

5. Hubbard #2 

6 . 

7. Ashtabula OH 
a 20.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 1Z 1980 

10. East Ohio Gas Co 
1. 80-15657 
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2. 34-031-23562-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. JonsuCorp 

5. Bussey *1 

e. 

7. Coshocton OH 

8. 15.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1900 

10 . 

1. 00-15658 

2. 34-C31-23009-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. The Oxford Oil Co 

5. Five Springs Farms #2 

6. 

7. Coshocton OH 

8. 10.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1900 

10. 

1. 00-15659 

2. 34-031-23017-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. The Oxford Oil Co 

5. Maaton Fowler *5 

6. 

7. Coshocton OH 

8. 11.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 
ia 

1. 80-15660 

2. 34-031-23755-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Edco Drilling & Producing Inc 

5. 1G Jones 

0. 

7. Coshocton OH 
a 18 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1900 

10 . 

1. 00-15661 

2. 34-073-22217-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Reliance Management Co 

5. Sunday Creek Coal #49R 

0 . 

7. Hocking OH 

8. 10.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12, I960 

10. Columbia Gas Transmission Corp 

1. 00-15662 

2. 34-075-22100-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Buckeye Oil Producing Co 

5. Melvin Miller #1 

a 

7. Holmes OH 

8. 15.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1900 

10. Columbia Cat Transmission Corp 
1.00-15663 

2. 34-075-22277-0014 

3. 103 000000 

4. William FHill 

5. John M Hershberger #1 

6 . 

7. Holmes OH 

8. 7.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10 . 

1. 80-15664 
Z 34-075-22294-0014 

3. 103000000 

4. H I Smith Oil & Cas Inc 

5. Susie B Yoder #1 

6 . 


7. Holmes OH 

8. 16.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10. Columbia Gas Trans Corp 
1.00-15665 

2. 34-075-22308-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Rowley A Brown Petroleum Corp 

5. Bolek #1 

6. 

7. Holmes OH 

8. 47.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12, I960 

10. Columbia Gas Transmission 
1.00-15666 

Z 34-099-21179-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Integrated Petroleum Co Inc 

5. Fisher #1 

8. 

7. Mahoning OH 
a 60.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1900 

10. American Energy Service Inc 

1. 00-15667 

2. 34-099-21204-0014 

3. 103000 000 

4. Cameron Associates 

5. Bayless *1 

6. 

7. MuhoningOH 

8. 28.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1900 

10 . 

1. 00-15668 
Z 34-103-22100-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Leslie Oil and Gas Co Inc 

5. Barge Unit *2 

0 . 

7. Medina OH 

8. 3.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1900 

10. Columbia Gas Transmission 
1.00-15669 

Z 34-103-22204-0014 

3. 103000 000 

4. Waterco Inc 

5. Papik *1 

8. 

7. Medina OH 

8. 20.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10 . 

1. 00-15670 
Z 34-115-21053-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Fortune Gas and Oil Inc 

5. Francis Richardson at al #7 
0. 

7. Morgan County OH 

8. 30.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 1Z 1980 

10. East Ohio Gas Co 

1. 00-15071 

2. 34-119-24075-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. The Oxford Oil Co 

5. Loren Reed *T 

a 

7. Muskingum OH 

8. 10.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12. I960 

10 . 

1. 00-15672 


Z 34-119-24966-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Tiger Oil Inc 
a Winters *3 

a 

7. Muskingum OH 
a 10 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10. National Gas ft Oil 

1. 80-15673 

2. 34-127-24447-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Tiger Oil Inc 

5. Marvin Lindamood *1 

a 

7. Perry OH 

a 200 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10. National Gas and Oil 

1. 80-15674 

Z 34-133-21563-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Nucorp Energy Co 

5. Harland A Edyth Bell Unit #1 

a 

7. Portage OH 
a 10.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1900 

10. East Ohio Gas Co 
1. 00-15675 

Z 34-133-22089-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Viking Resources Corp 

5. Biltz-Myers Unit #1 

6 . 

7. Portage OH 

8. 30.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1900 

m 

1. 80-15670 

2. 34-133-22090-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Viking Resources Corp 

5. Biltz-Myers Unit #2 

a 

7. Portage OH 
a 30.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10 . 

1. 00-15677 

2. 34-151-23075-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Viking Resources Corp 

5. Cope Unit *1 

6 . 

7. Stark OH 

8. 30.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10 . 

1. 80-15678 

2. 34-151-23110-0014 

3. 103000000 

4. Belden & Blake and Co LP No 73 

5. R & B Wisselgren Comm #1-937 

a 

7. Stark OH 

a 36.5 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1960 

10 . 

1. 00-15679 

2. 34-153-20727-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. K S T Oil A Gas Co Inc 

5. Tamsin Park #2 

6 . 
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7. Summit OH 

2. 

a 38.0 million cubic feet 

3 . 

9 February 12. I960 

4. 

10. 

5. 

1.80-15680 

6. 

2. 34-155-21298-0014 

7, 

3 103 000 000 

8. 

4 Berea Oil and Gas Corp 

9. 

5. Thomas Unit #4 

10 

6. 

1. 

7 Trumbull OH 

Z 

8 18.0 million cubic feet 

3 . 

9 February 12,1900 

4. 

10 East Ohio Gas Co 

5. 

1 00-15681 

8. 

2. 34-155-21312-0014 

7. 

3. 103 000 000 

a 

4 Berea Oil and Gas Corp 

9 . 

5. Cones *2 

10 

6. 

t. 

7. Trumbull OH 

2 . 

a iao million cubic feet 

3. 

9 February 12,1980 

4 . 

10 East Ohio Gas Co 

5 . 

1. 86-15682 

a 

2. 34-155-21336-0014 

7 . 

3. 103 000 000 

a 

4 Berea Oil and Cas Corp 

9 . 

5. Wusilchak *1 

10 

0. 

1 . 

7. Trumbull OH 

z 

a iao million cubic feet 

3 , 


Washington OH 


103 000 000 


Washington OH 


9 February 12.1980 4 - C W Riggs Inc 

10. Columbia Caa Transmission Corp 5 . R Beebe *1 


1. 80-15683 

2. 34-155-21300-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4 Berea Oil and Gas Corp 

5. Flint * 1A 

6 , 

7. Trumbull OH 
a 24j0 million cubic feet 
9. February 12,1980 
10 East Ohio Gas Co 
1 80-15684 

2. 34-155-21368-0014 

3. 103000000 

4. G<isearch Inc 

5. Seaborn *1 
0 

7. Trumbull OH 

8. 100.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10. East Ohio Gas Co 


0. Reno Field 
7. Washington OH 
& 5.4 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10 . 

1. 80-15691 

Z 34-167-24247-0014 
3.103 000 000 
4 C W Riggs Inc 

5. R Boswell *1 

6. Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 

6.6.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10 . 

1.80-15092 

2. 34-167-24250-0014 
3.103 OOO 000 

4. CW Riggs Inc 

5. C Cline *1 


1 80-15685 

2. 34-187-24152-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. lames O Biehl Oil Co 

5. Drrker *1 

6. Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 

8- 55 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10, 

1 80-15080 

2. 34-167-24186-0014 

3. 103 000000 

4. C W Riggs Inc 

5. H Schramm *3 

6. Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 

8. 4 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10. 

1.80-15687 


6 Reno Field 
7. Washington OH 
6 2.7 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10 . 

1.80-15693 
2. 34-167-24250-0014 
3.103 000 000 

4. C W Riggs Inc 

5. R Johnson *1 

6. Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 

& 3.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10 . 

1. 80-15694 

2. 34-167-24280-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. C W Riggs Inc 

5. R Boswell *2 

6. Reno Field 


7. Washington OH 

8. 22 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10 . 

1.80- 15695 

2. 34-167-24272-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4 C W Riggs Inc 

5. R Cline *1 

6. Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 

8.55 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10 . 

1. 86-15696 

2. 34-167-24708-0014 

3.103 000 000 

4. C W Riggs Inc 

5. T Jones *3 

6. Reno Field 

7. Washington Ol I 

a 12 8 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10 . 

1. 80-15697 

2. 34-167-24748-0014 

3.103 000 000 

4. C W Riggs Inc 

5. T Jones *7 

6. Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 

a 11.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1080 

10. 

1.86-15696 
2. 34-167-24759-0014 

3.103 000 000 

4. C W Riggs Inc 
a T Jones -8 
a Reno Field 
7. Washington OH 
a 11.7 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1900 

10 . 

1. 86-15099 

2. 34-167-24774-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. C W Riggs Inc 

a Clift-Bleokley *1 

6. Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 

8. 29.2 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10. 

1. 86-15700 

2. 34-167-24961-0014 

3.103 000 000 

4. Quadrant Exploration Corp 

5. Elmer & Dorothy Taylor *2 
a Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 
a 60.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10 . 

1.80- 15701 

2. 34-167-24936-0014 

3.103 000 000 

4. James O Bieh! Oil Co 

5. L Morgenstem *1 

6. Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 

a 5.0 million cubic feet 
9. February 12.1980 
16 

1. 80-15702 
















18076 


Federal Register / Vol. 45. No. 56 / Thursday. March 20. 1980 / Notice# 


2. 34-187-24937-OOU 

3. 103 000 000 

4. lames O Diehl Oil Co 

5. Broedel Unit *2 
0 Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 
a 44 0 million cubic feel 

9. February 12.1980 . 

10 . 

1. 80-15703 

2. 34-167-24938-0014 

3.103 000 000 

4. James O Biehl Oil Co 

5. Butterfield *2 [Unit) 

6. Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 

a 30.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12. I960 

10 . 

1.80- 15704 

2. 34-187-24992-0014 

3.103 000 000 

4. C W Riggs Inc 

5. R Miller #1 
a Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 
a 8.4 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10 . 

1. 80-15705 

Z 34-167-24290-0014 

3.103 000 000 

4. C W Riggs Inc 

5. Brom *1 
a Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 

8. 6.4 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10 . 

1.80- 15706 

2. 34-167-24324-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. C W Riggs Inc 

5. R Elkins *2 

6. Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 

a 4.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10 . 

1. 80-15707 

2. 34-167-24325-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. C W Riggs Inc 

5. R Elkins *1 
a Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 

8. 4.0 million cubic feel 

9. February 12. 1980 

10 . 

1. 80-15708 

2. 34-167-24347-0014 

3.103 000 000 

4 C W Riggs Inc 
a P Theobald -1 

6. Reno Field 

7. Washington Ol I 

a 18.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10. 

1.80-15709 

2. 34-167-24349-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. C W Riggs Inc 

5. L Van Fossen *1 

6. Reno Field 


7. Washington OH 
a 25.5 million cubic feet 

9. February 12. I960 

10 . 

1. 80-15710 

2. 34-167-24359-0014 
5 103 000 000 

4. C W Riggs Inc 

5. T Jones 

6 . Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 

a 5.5 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10 . 

1. 80-15711 

2. 34-167-24387-0014 

3.103 000 000 

4. C W Riggs Inc 
a C Thomiley ^5-B 

6 . Reno Field 

7. W ashington OH 

a 18.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1960 

10 . 

1 . 80-15712 

2 . 34-167-24368-0014 
a 103 000 000 

4. C W Riggs Inc 

5. C Thomiley *4-B 
a Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 

8 . 29.0 million cubic feel 

9. February 12.1980 

10 . 

1. 80-15713 

2. 34-167-24369-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. C W Riggs Inc 

5. C Thomiley *3-B 
6 Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 
a 17.0 million cubic feet 
9. February 12,1980 
ia 

1.80- 15714 

2. 34-167-24370-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. C W Riggs Inc 

5. C Thomiley »6-B 

6 . Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 

8 . 22.0 million cubic fee! 

9. February 12.1980 

10 . 

1.80- 15715 

2 . 34-167-24387-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. James O BiehJ Oil Co 

5. Hrnsler *1 

6 . Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 

8 . 3.5 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10 . 

1.80- 15716 

2. 34-167-24401-0014 

3.103 000 000 

4. C W Riggs Inc 

5. H Schramm *5 

6 . Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 

8 .9.5 million cubic feel 

9. February 12,1980 

10 . 

1. 80-15717 


2. 34-167-24402-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. C W Riggs Inc 

5. H Schramm *4 

6. Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 

a 7.0 million cubic feet 
a February 12.1980 
10 . 

1. 80-15718 

2. 34-187-24403-0014 

3.103 000 000 

4. C W Riggs Inc 

5. H Schramm -6 

6. Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 

a 6.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10 . 

1. 80-15719 

2, 34-167-24401-0014 

3.103 000 000 

4. C W Riggs Inc 

5. H Schramm a7 

6. Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 

8.10.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10 . 

1. 80-15720 

2. 34-167-24424-0014 

3.103 000 000 

4. James O Biehl Oil Co 

5. Butterfield 

6. Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 

8. 3.5 million cubic feet 
a February 12.1980 
10 . 

1. 80-15721 

2. 34-167-24427-0014 

3.103 000 000 

4. C W Riggs Inc 

5. H Schramm *8 

6. Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 

a 14.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10. 

1. 80-15722 

2. 34-187-24430-0014 
a 103 000 000 

4. C W Riggs Inc 

5. H Schramm *9 

6. Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 

8.12.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1900 

10 . 

1. 80-15723 

2. 34-167-24494-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4. C W Riggs Inc 

5. L Pape *1 

6. Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 

8. 9 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1900 

10 .. 

1.80-15724 
Z 34-167-24533-0014 

3.103 000 000 

4. C W Riggs Inc 

5. R Beebe Unit *2 

6. Reno Field 
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7. Washington OH 
8. 7.0 million cubic feet 
<) February 12. I960 

10 . 

1. 80-15725 

2, 34-167-24545-0014 

3. 103 000 000 

4 C W Riggs Inc 

5. D Mckay #2 
6 Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 

5 11*3 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10 . 

1. 80-15728 
Z 34-167-24707-0014 

3.103 000 000 

4 C W Riggs Inc 

5 T Jones *2 

6. Reno Field 

7. Washington OH 

8. 9,0 million cubic feet 
9 February 12,1980 
10 . 


Kansas Corporation Commission 

1* Control number (F.E.R.C./State) 
Z API well number 
3- Section ofNGPA 
4 Operator 

5. Well name 

6 Field or OCS area name 

7. County, State or block No. 


a Estimated Annual Volume 

9. Date received at FERC 

10. Purchasers) 

1. 80-15183/K-79-1193 

2.15- 127-20297-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Benson Mineral Croup Inc 

5. Landon 1-29 

6. Wilde 

7. Morris KS 

8.170.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 7,1960 

10. Mapco Production Co (OK) 
t. 80-15184/K-79-1210 

2.15- 125-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Benson Mineral Croup Inc 

5. Dalsing Robertson #1 

8. Jefferson-Sycamore 

7. Montgomery' KS 

8.5.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 7,1980 

10. Union Gas Systems Inc 
1. 80-15185/K-79-1208 

2.15- 035-22003-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Pres-Lo Inc 

5. Booten *1-A 

8. Gibson 

7. Cowley KS 

8. 38,5 million cubic feet 

9. February 7.1980 

10. Eufaula Enterprises Inc 
1. 8O-15188/K-79-1013 

Z 15-127-20149-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Benson Mineral Croup Inc 

5. Koger 1-32-0 

6. Wilde 

7. Morris KS 

a 23.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 7,1980 

10. Mapco Production Co (OK) 
1. 80-15187/K-79-1012 

Z 15-127-20220-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Benson Mineral Croup Inc 

5. Koger 1-33-0 

8. Wilde 

7. Morris KS 

a 23.0 million cubic feet 
a February 7,1980 
10 Mapco Production Co (OK) 
1. 09-15188/K-79-1011 
Z 15-127-00000-0000 
3-100 000 000 

4. Benson Mineral Group Inc 

5. Koger 3-4-0 

8. Wilde 

7. Morris KS 

a 23.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 7.1980 

10. Mapco Production Co (OK) 
1. 80-15189/K-79-1010 

2.15- 127-00000-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Benson Mineral Group Inc 

5. Koger 1-32-Twin 

8. Wilde 

7. Morris KS 
a 23.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 7,1980 

10. Mapco Production Co (OK) 
1. 80-15190/K-79-10Q9 


The applications for determination in 
these proceedings together with a copy 
or description of other materials in the 
record on which such determinations 
were made are available for inspection, 
except to the extent such material is 
treated as confidential under 18 CFR 
275.206, at the Commission’s Office of 
Public Information. Room 1000, 825 
North Capitol Street. N.E., Washington. 

D C. 2042a 

Persons objecting to any of these final 
determinations may. in accordance with 
18 CFR 275.203 and 18 CFR 275.204, File a 
protest with the Commission on or 
before April 4,1980. 

Please reference the FERC control 
number in all correspondence related to 
these determinations. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FX Doc «H*21 Filed &4A ttsi| 

0IUMQ COOC 4450-1*41 


l No. 157) 

Determinations By Jurisdictional 
Agencies Under the Natural Gas Policy 
Act of 1978 

March 13.198a 

The Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission received notices from the 
Jurisdictional agencies listed below of 
determinations pursuant to 18 CFR 
274.104 and applicable to the indicated 
wells pursuant to the Natural Gas Policy 
Act of 1978. 


Z 15-127-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Benton Mineral Group Inc 

5. Koger 1-5-0 

6. Wilde 

7. Morris KS 

8 . 23 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 7.1980 

10 . Mapco Production Co (OK) 
1 . 80-15191/K-79-1008 

2.15- 127-00000-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Benson Mineral Group Inc 

5. Koger 3-32-0 

6. Wilde 

7. Morris KS 

8 . 23.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 7,1980 

10 . Mapco Production Co (OK) 
1. 80-15192/K-79-1006 

Z 15-127-00000-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Benson Mineral Group Inc 

5. Koger 2-33-0 

8. Wilde 

7. Morris KS 

8 . 23j 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 7.1980 

ia Mapco Production Co (OK) 
1.80-15193/K-79-1005 
Z 15-127-00000-0000 

3. 106 000 000 

4. Benson Mineral Group Inc 

5. Titus 4-17-X 

8. Wilde 

7. Morris KS 
a 7.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 7,1980 

ia Mapco Production Co (OK) 
1 . 80-15194/K-79-1004 
Z 15-127-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Benson Mineral Croup Inc 

5. Titus 2-20-X 
a Wilde 

7. MorriB KS 

8.17.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 7.1980 

10 . Mapco Production Co (OK) 
1. 80-15195/K-79-1003 

2.15- 127-20095-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Benson Mineral Group Inc 

5. Titus 2-20 

6. Wilde 

7. Morris KS 

8.18.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 7.1980 

10 . Mapco Production Co (OK) 
1. 80-15196/K-79-0999 

Z 15-127-00000-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Benson Mineral Croup Inc 

5. Rindt 3-lfl-X 

6 . Wilde 

7. Morris KS 

8 .11.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 7.1980 

10 . Mapco Production Co (OK) 
1. 80-15197/K-79-0998 

2.15- 009-21317-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Benson Mineral Group Inc 

5. Bird B-l 

6. Otis-Albert 
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7. Barton KS 
a 4.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 7.1980 

10 . Northern Gas Products Co 

1. 80-15198/K-79-0997 

Z 15-127-20143-0000 
3.108 000 000 

4. Benson Mineral Group Inc 

5. Vanier 2-24 

6. Wilde 

7. Morris KS 

a 14.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 7, i960 

10 . Mapco Production Co (OK) 

1 . 80-15199/ K-79-0998 

2. 15-127-20199-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Benson Mineral Group Inc 

5. Fuson 4-20-X 
a Wilde 

7. Morris KS 

8.17.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 7.1980 

10 . Mapco Production Co (OK) 

1 . 80-15200/ K-79-0995 

2.15-009-21285-0000 
3.102 000 000 

4. Benson Mineral Croup Inc 

5. Bird A *2 

6 . Olmitz 

7. Barton KS 

8 . 54.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 7.1980 

10 . Northern Gas Products 

1. 80-15201/K-79-1145 

a 15-113-20371-0000 
3.108 000 000 

4. Barnett Oil Inc 

5. Waltner *1 
a Harmac S K 

7. McPherson KS 

8 . 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 7.1980 

' 10. Northern Nat Gas 

1 . 80-15202/K-79-1107 
a 15-115-20437-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Robert F White 

5. Landau -2 

6 . East Antelope Field 

7. Marion KS 

8 . 24.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 7.1980 

10 . Cities Service Gas Co 

Michigan Department of Natural Resources 

1 . Control number (F.E.R.C./State) 

2 API well number 

3. Section of NCPA 

4. Operator 

5. Well name 

a Field or OCS area name 
7. County. State or block No. 
a Estimated Annua) Volume 

9. Date received at FERC 

10. Purcbaser(s) 

1. 80-15181 

2. 21-055-32274-0000 

a 102 000 000 

4. Amoco Production Co 

5. Law Unit 1-31 

a Union 31-20V-9W 

7. Grand Traverse Ml 

8 . 365.0 million cubic feet 


9. February 8.1980 

10. Consumers Power Co. Michigan 
Consolidated Gas Co 

1. 80-15182 
Z 21-055-32515-0000 
3.102 000 000 

4. Amoco Prixiuction Co 

5. State Whitewater 11-20 

6. Whitewater 20-27N-9W 

7. Grand Traverse Ml 

8 94.2 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Consumers Power Co 

Montana Board of Oil and Gas Conservation 

1. Control number (F.E.R.C./State) 

Z API well number 

3. Section of NCPA 

4. Operator 

5. Well name 

6. Field or OCS area name 

7. County. State of block No. 
a Estimated annual volume 

9. Date received at FERC 

10. Purchasers) 

1. 80-15203/12-79-320 

2. 25-083-21239-0000 

3. 102 000 000 

4. Brownlie Wallace Armstrong & Bander 
a Peterson *20-13 

a Sidney 
7. Richland MT 
a 7.5 million cubic feet 

9. February 7.1980 

10. Montana Dakota Utilities Co 
1. 80-15204/12-79-322 

Z 25-101-21748-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Croft Petroleum Co 

5. WF Shaffer *1 

6. Willow Ridge Gas Field 

7. Toole MT 

8. 16.1 million cubic feet 

9. February 7.1980 

10. Montana Power Co 
1. 80-15205/12-79-326 
Z 25-071-21685-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Southland Royalty Co 

5. 1-38-79NE State 

6. Bowdoin Luring 

7. Phillips MT 

8. 38.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 7.1980 

10 . Kansas Nebraska Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-15208/12-79-327 

Z 25-071-21095-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Southland Royalty Co 
a 1-6-25NE 

a Bowdotn-Swanson Creek 

7. Phillips MT 

a 360 million cubic feet 
9. February 7. i960 
10 Montana-Dakota Utilities Co 
1. 80-15207/12-79-328 
Z 25-083-21308-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Tenneco Oil Co 

5. Cundiff 1-28 

8. Wildcat 

7. Richland MT 
a 160.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 7. 1980 

10. Crystal Oil Co 


New Mexico Department of Energy and 
Minerals Oil Conservation Division 

1. Control number (F£.R.C./State) 

2. API well number 

3. Section of NCPA 

4. Operator 

5. Well name 

6. Field or OCS area name 

7. County. State or block No. 
a Estimated annua l vol ume 

9. Date received at FERC 

10. Purchaser(s) 

1. 80-15208 

Z 30-045-21787-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Southland Royalty Co 

5. Koch State Com *1 A 
a Aztec Pictured Cliffs 
7. San Juan NM 

6. 55.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 7.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 
1. 79-00242 (Revised) 

Z 30-015-22630 
0 102 

4. Robert N Enfield 

5. No. 1 North Lake McMillan Unit 

6. Wildcat 

7. Eddy NM 

8. 365.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 10 1979 

10 . 

Oklahoma Corporation Commission 

1. Control number (F.EJLC./State) 

2. API well number 

3. Section of NCPA 

4. Operator 

5. Well name 

6. Field or OCS area name 

7. County. State or block No. 

8. Estimated annual volume 

9. Date received at FERC 
10 Pur chase rfs) 

1. 80-15215/01528 

2. 35-017-20978-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Gulf Oil Corp 

5. Canon No 1-15 
0 Yukon 

7. Canadian OK 
a 184.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. Phillips Pipeline Co 

1. 80-15216/00365 

2. 35-043-20919-0000 

3. 102 000 000 

4. Monsanto Co 

5. Core *1 

6. Wildcat [Putnam) 

7. Dewey OK 

8. 5000 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Panhandle Eastern Pipeline Co 
1. 80-15217/00388 

Z 35-139-00000-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. Gater #2 

8. South Cuymon Morrow 
7. Texas OK 

a 18.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Panhandle Eastern Pipeline Co 
1. 80-15218/00086 
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2 15-035-20215-0000 

3 100 000 000 

4 Verdigris Gathering Systems Inc 

5 Harold E Layton *1 

6 

7 . Craig OK 

8, 15.5 million cubic feet 

9 February a I960 

10 Cities Service Cas Co 

1 80-15219/01016 

2 :i 5-007-21436-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4 Anndarko Production Co 

5 Davis Trust A No 1 

6 Grecnough 
7, Beaver OK 

6. 12 0 million cubic feet 

9 February 8,1980 

10 Panhandle Eastern Pipeline Co 
1 80-15220/01150 

2. 35-093-21270-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4 Texaco Inc 

5 P W Nightengale No 1A 

6. Ringwood 

7. Major OK 

6 90.0 million cubic feet 

9 February 8.1980 

10 Oklahoma Natural Gas Gathering Corp 
1 00-15221/01250 

2- 35-019-00000-0000 

3. 106 000 000 
4 Conoco Inc 

5. Velma Camp Deese Unit No 109 

6. SE Velma 

7. Carter OK 

& .5 million cubic feet 
9 February 8,1980 
10. Aminotl USA Inc 

1. 80-15222/00012 

2. 35-139-00000-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4 Phillips Petroleum Company 

5 Berry B No 1 

6 Cuymon Hugoton 
7. Texas OK 

R 16.9 million cubic feet 

9 February 8,1980 

10. Michigan Wisconsin Pipeline Co 

1 8TM5223/04487 

2 35-147-21279-0000 

3. 102 000 000 

4 Panoak Exploration Co 

5. Adcock #3 

6. Hogshooter 

7. Washington OK 

8 365.0 million cubic feet 

9 February 8.1980 

10. Panoak Pipeline Co 

1 80-15224/04468 

2 35-147-21280-0000 

3. 102 000 000 

4 Panoak Exploration Co 
5. Musgrave *2 
6 Hogshooter 

7. Washington OK 

8 365.0 million cubic feet 

9 February 8.1980 

10. Panoak Pipeline Co 
l 80-15225/04465 

2. 35-147-21277-0000 

3 102 000 000 

4 Panoak Exploration Co 
5. Rosson *1 

6 Hogshooter 


7. Washington OK 

8. 365 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8,1980 

ia Panoak Pipeline Co 

1. 80-15226/04463 

2. 35-147-21047-0000 

3. 102 000 000 

4. Panoak Exploration Co 

5. Adcock *2 

6. Hogshooter 

7. Washington OK 

a 365.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. Panoak Pipeline Co 

1. 80-15227/00370 

Z 35-153-20888-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Hamilton Brothers Oil Co 

5. Logan 1-14 

6. North Sharon 

7. Woodward OK 

8. 365.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. Northern Natural Gas Co. Panhandle 
Eastern Pipeline Co 

1. 00-15228/01530 

2. 35-017-21208-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Gulf Oil Corp 

5. I C Kastl No 1-15 
a Yukon 

7. Canadian OK 
a 102.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8,1980 

10. Phillips Pipeline Co 
1. 00-15229/01387 

Z 35-119-20709-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Service Drilling Co 

5. Jerry *1-0 

6. South Perkins 

7. Payne OK 

a 4.0 million cubic feet 
9. February 8,1980 
m Cities Service Cas Co 
1. 80-15230/01531 
Z 35-017-21102-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Samcdan Oil Corp 

5. Warr *1 

6. 

7. Canadian OK 

8. 153.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. Delhi Cas Pipeline Corp 

1. 80-15231/01532 

2. 35-017-21020-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Samedan Oil Corporation 

5. Husmann *1 

8. 

7. Canadian OK 

8. 273.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8» 1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 
1. 80-15232/00162 

Z 35-071-20312-0000 

3. 106 000 000 

4. VemCShimp 

5. *9A N Shimp OTC *071-15318 

8. North Vernon 

7. Kay OK 

8. 3.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 8,1980 

10 . 


1. 80-15233/03718 
Z 35-007-21660-0000 
3. 102 000 000 

4. Natural Gas Anadarko Inc 

5. Pattin *1-4 
. * 

7. Beaver OK 
a 250.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Northern Natural Gas Co 

Texas Railroad Commission* Oil and Gas 
Division 

1. Control number (PJLR-C./State) 

Z API well number 

3. Section of NGPA 

4. Operator 

5. Well name 

a Field or OCS area name 

7. County, State or block No. 

8. Estimated annual volume 

9. Date received at FERC 

10. Purchased*) 

1. 80-15298/02098 

2. 42-233-30340-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. J M Huber Corp 

5. Magnolia Herring No. 13 

6. Panhandle 

7. Hutchinson TX 

8. 38.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

ia Colorado Interstate Cas Co 

1.80- 15299/01594 

2. 42-357-30770-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Diamond Shamrock Corp 

5. John Luthi No. 3 
a Dutcher 

7. Ochiltree TX 

8.12.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 6.1980 

10. Natural Cas Pipeline Co. of America 

1.80- 15300/00323 

2. 42-357-30420-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Horizon Oil 8 Cas Co of Texas 

5. Swink a 1-119 04193 

8. Horizon Cleveland • 

7. Ochiltree TX 

8.15.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Diamond Shambrock Corp 

1.80- 15301/02099 

Z 42-233-30342-0000 

3.103 000 000 
4.1 M Huber Corp 
5. Magnolia Herring No. 15 
a Panhandle 
7. Hutchinson TX 
a 30.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Colorado Interstate Cas Co 
1. 80-15302/02104 

Z 42-233-30338-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. J M Huber Corp 

5. South Herrina*139 

6. Panhandle 

7. Hutchinson TX 

8. 36.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Colorado Interstate Cas Co 
1. 80-15303/02105 

Z 42-233-30337-0000 
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3. 103 000 000 

4. J M Huber Corp 

5. South Herring *140 

6 . Panhandle 

7. Hutchinson TX 

8 . 30.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8 , 1980 

10 . Colorado Interstate Cas Co 

1.80- 15304/02106 

2 . 42-233-30338-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. J M Huber Corp 

5. South Herring *141 

6 . Panhandle 

7. Hutchinson TX 

8 . 36.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1960 

10 . Colorado Interstate Cas Co 

1. 80-15305/02107 

2 . 42-233-30341-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. | M Huber Corp 

5. South Herring *142 

8 . Panhandle 

7. Hutchinson TX 

8 . 38.0 million cubic feet 

9. February* a 1980 

10 . Colorado Interstate Cas Co 

1.80- 15306/03617 

2. 42-413-30725-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Cabot Corp 

5. Whitten 1 -C 

6 . KJ Dorado (6000) 

7. Schleicher TX 

8 . 270 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10 . Northern Natural Cas Co 

1.80- 15307/04579 

2. 42-323-31175-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Conoco Inc 

5. N J Chittim No, 7019 02082 

6 . Sacatosa (San Miguel #1 Sand) 

7. Maverick TX 

8 . 6.8 million cubic feet 

9. February 8,1980 

10 . Lovaca Gathering Co 

1.80- 15308/04791 

2- 42-495-30531-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Hilliard Oil A Cas Inc 

5. Sealy-Sraith F No. 3 

6 . Arenoso (Struwn Detritus) 

7. Winkler TX 

8 . 56 3 million cubic feet 

9. February 8,1980 

10 . El Paso Natural Cas Co 

1. 80-15309/0*792 

2. 42-495-30893-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Hilliard Oil ft Cas Inc 

5. Sealy-Smith F No. 4 

6 . Arenoso (Strewn Detritus) 

7. Winkler TX 

8.114.1 million cubic feet 

9. February 8 , 1980 

10 . El Paso Natural Cas Co 

1. 80-15310/04803 

2 . 42-109-31354-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Gulf Oil Corp 

5. TXL CX (NCT-A) No. 7 

6 . Geraldine (Ford) 

7. Culberson TX 


8.15.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10 . Continental Oil & Cas Co 

1.80- 15311/04868 

2. 42-219-32470-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Amoco Production Co 

5. Northwest Mallet Unit No. 153 

6 . Slaughter 

7. Hockley TX 

8 . 12.8 million cubic feet 

9. February 8,1980 

10 . El Paso Natural Gas Co 

1.80- 15312/04942 

2, 42-371-32464-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Amoco Production Co 

5. Edward Dickinson II A No. 9 

6 . Pecos Valley/Devonian 5400 

7. Pecos TX 

8 . 28.0 million cubic feel 

9. February 8.1980 

10 . PGP Cas Products Inc 

1.80- 15313/05834 

2 . 42-475-31674-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Conoco Inc 

5. Ned Wilson—133 (24900) *3 

6 . Rhode Walker/5900 Canyon 

7. Ward TX 

8 . 254.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8 . I960 

10 . Clajon Cas Co 

1. 80-15314/05836 

2. 42-501-31209-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Conoco Inc 

5. M T Fitzgerald 61923 No* 1 

6 . Ownby (Wichita-Albany) 

7. Yoakum TX 

a 2.2 million cubic feet 

9. February 8 * 1980 

10 . Amoco Production Co 

1. 80-15315/05846 

2. 42-135-32717-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Conoco Inc 

5. Wight Unit 20661 No. 95 

6 . Cowden North 

7. Ector TX 

8 8.8 million cubic feet 

9. February 8,1980 

10 . Amoco Production Co 

1. 80-15318/05859 

2 . 42-115-30620-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Conoco Inc 

5. East Ackeriy Dean Unit (60887) *84 
a Ackeriy Dean Sand 

7. Dawson TX 
a 22.6 million cubic feet 

9. February 8,1980 
la Texaco Inc 

1.80-15317/05880 

Z 42-433-30783-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Conoco Inc 

5. Scoggins Unit (14005) *1 

6 Aspermont Lake/Canyon Sandl 
7. Stonewall TX 
8.13.1 million cubic feet 

9 February a 1980 

10 . Cities Service Co 
1. 80-15318/05981 


2.42-065-00000-0000 
3.108 000 000 

4. Conoco Inc 

5. C S Seiber No. 1 
a W Panhandle 

7. Carson TX 

8 .129 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10 . Cities Service Cas Co 

1. 80-15319/05982 

2. 42-179-00000-0000 
3.108 000 000 

4. Conoco Inc 

5. B E Finiey No. 20 

6 . Gray*Wheeler 

7. Cray TX 

a 15.8 million cubic feel 

9. February a 1980 

10 . Phillips Petroleum Co 

1. 80-15320/08030 

2 . 42-065-00000-6000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Conoco Inc 

5. H T Deahl No. 2 
a W Panhandle 

7. Carson TX 

8 . 12.8 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Cities Service Gas Co 

1 . 80-15321/06122 

2. 42-317-32023-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Maguire Oil Co 

5. Anderson 1-8 

6. Ackeriy (Dean Sand) 

7. Martin TX 

a 20 0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10 . Getty Oil Co 

1.80- 15322/06123 

2.42-317-32009-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Maguire Oil Co 

5. Barber 1-19 

a Ackeriy (Dean Sand) 

7. Martin TX 

8 . 40.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Getty Oil Co 
1. 80-15323/06124 

Z 42-317-32016-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Maguire Oil Co 

5. Bond 1-23 

6. Ackeriy (Dean Sand) 

7. Martin TX 

6 . 30.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1960 

10. Getty Oil Co 

1.80- 15324/06123 

Z 42-317-32033-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Maguire Oil Co 

5. Bums 1-30 

a Ackeriy (Dean Sand) 

7. Martin TX 

8 . 30 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. Getty Oil Co 
1. 80-15325/06128 

2. 42-317-32017-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Maguire Oil Co 

5. Brown 1-9 

6 . Ackeriy (Dean Sand) 
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7. Martin TX 

8. 20 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8. 1900 
10 Getty Oil Co 

1. 80-15326/06127 

2. 42-115-31235-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Maguire Oil Co 

5. Davenport 1-11 

a Ackerly (Dean Sand) 

7. Dawson TX 
a 25.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10, Getty Oil Co 

1.80- 15327/06128 

2. 42-317-32006-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Maguire Oil Co 

5. Jeffcoat 1-23 

6. Ackerly (Dean Sand) 

7. Martin TX 

8.35.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 6 1980 

10. Getty Oil Co 

1.86- 15328/06203 

2. 42-317-32024-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Maguire Oil Co 

5. Langham 1-24 

6. Ackerly (Dean Sand) 

7. Martin TX 

a 15.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Getty Oil Co 

1. 80-15329/06204 

2. 42-317-32026-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Moguire Oil Co 

5. Nichols 1-19 

8. Ackerly (Dean Sand) 

7. Martin TX 

8. 40.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Getty Oil Co 

1.80- 15330/06205 

2, 42-317-32027-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Maguire Oil Co 

5. Wiggins 1-30 

8. Ackerly (Dean Sand) 

7. Martin TX 

8.40.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1960 

10. Cetty Oil Co 

1.86- 15331/06206 

2. 42-317-32026-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4 Maguire Oil Co 
5. Davenport A 1-18 
6 Ackerly (Dean Sand) 

7. Marlin TX 

B. 20 0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Cetty Oil Co 

1. 80-15332/06261 

2. 42-003-31593-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Arco Oil and Gas Co 

5. Emma Cowden (24739) No. 53 

6. Emma 

7. Andrews TX 

8.8.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. El Paso Natural CasCo 
1. 80-15333/06262 


2. 42-003-31576-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Arco Oil and Gas Co 
a Emma Cowden *52 

6. Emma 

7. Andrews TX 

a 20 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

1. 86-15334/06264 

2. 42-079-30916-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Arco Oil and Gas Co 

5. F O Masten *10 

6 Levelland (San Andres) 

7. Cochran TX 
a 11.0 million cubic feet 
9w February 8.1980 
10. Cities Service Co 

1. 86-15335/06265 

2.42- 079-30908-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Arco Oil and Gas Co 

5. FO Masten No. 12 

6 Levelland (San Andres) 

7. Cochran TX 

8.1.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Cities Service Co 

1. 80-15336/06280 

Z 42-079-30786-0000 

3.103 000 000 
4. Arco Oil and Cas Co 
6 F O Masten 20 Well No. 1 
6 Levelland (San Andres) 

7. Cochran TX 
a 90 million cubic feet 

9. Februury 8.1980 

10. Cities Service Co 

1. 86-15337/06286 

2.42- 079-30646-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Arco Oil and Cas Co 
a POMasten well *8 
a Levellar,! (San Andres) 

7. Cochra I TX 
& 7.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Cities Service Co 

1.86-15338/06287 

2. 42-079-30849-6000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Arco Oil and Gas Co 

5. F O Masten well *9 

6 Levelland (San Andres) 

7. Cochran TX 
a 3.0 million cubic feet 
a February 8.1980 
10. Cities Service Co 
1. 86-15339/06288 

2.42- 679-30863-0000 

3.103 000000 

4. Arco Oil and Cas Co 

5. F O Masten *11 

6. Levelland (San Andres) 

7. Cochran TX 

8.106 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Cities Service Co 

1. 80-15340/06295 

2. 42-003-31579-6000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Arco Oil and Cas Co 

5. McFarland Queen Univ Unit #24 

6. McFarland (Queen) 


7. Andrews TX 
a 1.4 million cubic feet 

9. February' 8. I960 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

1.80- 15341/06290 

2.42-079-30833-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Arco Oil and Gat Co 

5. F O Masten well *7 

a Levelland (San Andres) 
7. Cochran TX 
a 15.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Cities Service Co 
1. 80-15342/06297 

Z 42-079-30831-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Arco Oil and Cas Co 
a F O Masten *8 

a Levelland (San Andres) 

7. Cochran TX 

B. 76 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. Cities Service Co 

1. 86-15343/06299 

2. 42-079-30823-6000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Arco Oil and Cas Co 

5. F O Masten *5 

8. Levelland (San Andres) 
7. Cochran TX 

a 9 0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Cities Service Co 

1.80- 15344/06300 

Z 42-079-30783-6000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Arco Oil and Cas Co 

5. F O Masten well *2 

a Levelland (San Andres) 

7. Cochran TX 

8.156 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Cities Service Co 
1. 80-15345/06301 

Z 42-079-30816-0000 

3.103 000 000 
4. Arco Oil and Cas Co 
a F O Masten No 4 
a Levelland (San Andres) 

7. Cochran TX 

8. 556 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. Cities Service Co 
1. 80-15346/06302 

Z 42-679-30781-6000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Arco Oil and Cas Co 

5. F O Masten well *1 

a Levelland (San Andres) 

7. Cochran TX 

8. 7.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Cities Service Co 

1. 86-15347/06304 

2. 42-679-30828-6000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Arco Oil and Cas Co 

5. F O Masten 20 well No 3 
a Levelland (San Andres) 
7. Cochran TX 

a 76 million cubic feet 

9. February 8,1980 

10. Cities Service Co 
1. 80-15348/06305 
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2. 42-079-30617-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Arco Oil and Cat Co 

3. F O Master) 20 No 2 

6. Lovclland (San Andres) 

7. Cochran TX 

8.11.0 million cubic feet 
. 0. February 8,1960 
10. Cities Service Co 

1. 80-15349/00979 

2. 42-501-31S41-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Shell Oil Co 

5. Mitchell unit 105-1 

6. JM (Ellenburger) 

7. Crockett TX 

8. 7.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1960 

10. Cl Paso National Gas Co 

1. 80-15350/07339 

2.42- 365-00000-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Getty Oil Co 

5. Vera Harrison #1 

6. Carthage (Cotton Valley) 

7. Panola TX 

8. 365.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. United Cas Pipeline Co 
1.00-15351/07506 

2.42- 003-00000-0000 
3.108 000 000 

4. Amarillo Oil Co 

5. University R *5-A 41988 

6. Shafter Lake 

7. Andrews TX 

8.1.1 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. Pioneer Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-15352/07683 

2. 42-357-00000-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Kennedy & Mitchell Inc 

5. Cole *15-157 

6. Farnsworth (U Morrow) 

7. Ochiltree County TX 

8. 35.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

1.80- 15353/06313 

2.42- 039-30811-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Exxon Corp 

5. Pledger Cas Field Unit Well 42 

6. Pledger (Frio 6500-6800] 

7. Brazoria TX 

8.10353.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. United Texas Transmission Corp 

1.80- 15354/06314 

2. 42-039-30609-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Exxon Corporation 

5. Pledger Cas Field Unit Well 43 

6. Pledger (Frio 6500-0800) 

7. Brazoria TX 

a 10599.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8. 1960 

10. United Texas Transmission Corp 

1.80- 15355/06315 

2. 42-039-30782-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Exxon Corporation 

5. Pledger Cas Field Unit Well 40 

6. Pledger (Frio 6500-6800) 


7. Brazoria TX 

6. 5400.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. United Texss Transmission Corp 

1. 80-15356/06372 

2, 42-295-30543-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. )ack C (ones 

5. No 1 Larkey 78177 

6. Follctt (Morrow) 

7. Lipscomb TX 

8. 425.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. Michigan Wisconsin Pipeline Co 

1. 80-15357/06418 

2. 42-015-00000-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Prairie Producting Co 

5. Fred Plam et al unit well No 1 
0. Milheim (10600 W) 

7. Austin County TX 
8.182.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. Tennessee Cas Pipeline Co 

1. 80-15358/09244 

2. 42-253-31090-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. HUl Production Co 

5. Ryan Murfee south well *1 

6 Noodle NW (Canyon SO 4000) 

7. Jones TX 

8. .0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1900 

10. 

1. 80-15359/09259 

2. 42-215-30879-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Shell Oil Co 

5. Woods-Christian No 18 

0. McAllen Ranch (Vicksburg N) 

7. Hidalgo TX 

6.210.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. South Texas Natural Gas Gathering Co 

1. 80-15360/09271 

2. 42-103-32009-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Exxon Corp 

5. | B Tubb B *19-U 

6. Sand Hills (Judkins) 

7. Crane TX 

6. 70.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8,1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 

1.80-15381/09296 

2. 42-389-30902-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Arco Oil and Gas Co 

5. Beckham Agnes "28" 2-U 
0. Chapman Deep (Atoka) 

7. Reeves TX 

8. 564.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. United Texas Transmission Company 

1. 80-15362/09298 

2. 42-253-31036-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Big Country Exploration Inc 

5. Cunningham Well #2 

6. Huddleston (Strawn Sand) 

7. Jones TX 

& 23.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1960 

10. Palo Duro Pipeline Co 
1. 80-15363/09337 


2. 42-105-31450-0000 
3.103 000 000 

4. Exxon Corporation 

5. Exxon Fee Eubanks BA *8 

8. Robertson 

7. Gaines TX 

6 3.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8,1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Company 

1. 80-15304/09338 

2. 42-227-31722-0000 
3.103 000 000 

4. Exxon Corporation 

5. Douthit Unit *520 

8. Howard—Glasscock 
7. Howard TX 

6 1.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1960 

10. Phillips Petroleum Company 
1, 80-15305/09344 

2.42-103-31962-0000 
3.103 000 000 

4. Warren Pet Co Div/Culf Oil Corp 
5.1 B Tubb A *40 

6. Sand Hills (Tubb) 

7. Crane TX 

a 5 0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 
1. 80-15366/09345 

Z 42-103-31962-0000 
3.103 000 000 

4. Warren Pet Co Div/Culf Oil Corp 

5. J B Tubb A *40 

a Sand Hills (McKnight) 

7. Crane TX 

a 28.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 
1. 80-15367/09398 

Z 42-495-31034-0000 
3.103 000 000 

4. Gulf Oil Corp 

5. Keystone Cattle Co well No 344 

8. Keystone (Colby) 

7. Winkler TX 

8. 32.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Cabot Corp 

1. 80-15368/09681 
Z 42-003-31797-0000 
3.103 000 000 

4. Arco Oil and Cas Company 

5. Emma Cowden No 58 
a Emma 

7. Andrews TX 

8. 2.4 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10 El Paso Natural Cas Company 
1, 80-15369/09684 
Z 42-103-31964-0000 
3.103 000 000 

4. Warren Pet Co Div/Culf Oil Corp 

5. | B Tubb A *37 

a Sand Hills (Wolfcamp) 

7. Crane TX 

8. 70.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. H-T Gathering Co 

1. 80-15370/09867 

2. 42-065-30645-0000 
3.103 000 000 

4. Armour Properties 
a Burnett lease *2-98 
a Panhandle-Carson County 
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7. Carson TX 

8.1807 million cubic feet 

9. February 8,1980 

10. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line 

1. 80-18371/09872 

Z 42-427-31230-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Tenneco Oil Company 

5. T B Slick Estate No 60 

6. Hinde (Vicksburg) 

7. Sutt TX 

8 164.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8,1980 

10. Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company 

1. 80-15372/09874 

2. 42-475-31567-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Getty Oil Co 

5. University 22-18 B No 1 

8. South Warwtnk (Wolfcamp) 

7. Ward TX 

6 75.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. Lone Star Gas Co 

1.80- 15373/09878 

2. 42-475-31680-0000 

3.103 000 000 
4 Getty Oil Co 

5. University 10-18 No 4 

6. South Warwink (Penn) 

7. Ward TX 

8.200.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8,1980 

10. Lone Star Gas Co 

1. 80-15374/10311 

2.42-227-31721-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Exxon Corp 

5. Douthit Unit 133 

6. Howard—Classcock 

7. Howard TX 

8.1.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

1.80- 15375/10313 

2. 42-321-30888-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Exxon Corp 

5. Bouldin-Taylor Cas Unit 1 #2 

6. Sugar Valley South (Frio 11000) 

7. Matagorda TX 

8. 220.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. National Gas Pipeline Co of Amer 

1. 80-15376/10314 

2. 42-039-31265-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Exxon Corp 

5. Pledger Cas Filed Unit *44 
6 Pledger (Frio 6500-6800) 

7. Brazoria TX 

8.73.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. United Texas Transmission Corp 

1. 80-15377/10315 

2. 42-339-30417-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4 Exxon Corp 

5. Conroe field unit well 1930 

6. Conroe 

7. Montgomery TX 

8. 275.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Moran Utilities Company 
1. 80-15378/10375 


2. 42-003-31691-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Maralo Inc 

5. Southland Royalty B 4 

6. Deep Rock (Devonian) 

7. Andrews TX 

8. 27.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 4.1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

1.80- 15379/10400 

Z 42-335-31415-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Sun Oil Co 

5. V T McCabe A No 12 

6. Jameson North (Strawn) 

7. Mitchell TX 

6.53.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. Lone Star Gas Co 

1.80- 15380/10573 

Z 42-371-32490-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Gulf Oil Corp 

5. USM-Hillin A No 1 
a U S M (Queen) 

7. Pecos TX 

8.18.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10 . 

1. 80-15381/10575 
Z 42-371-32406-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Gulf Oil Corp 

5. Geo M Shelton Jr et al No 4 

6. U S M (Queen) 

7. Pecos TX 

8. 25.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10 . 

1. 00-15382/10576 
Z 42-371-32343-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Culf Oil Corp 

5. George M Shelton Jr et al No 3 

8. USM (Queen) 

7. Pecos TX 

8.12.7 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10 . 

1. 80-15383/10578 
2.42-371-32472-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Gulf Oil Corp 

5. T S Taylor et al No 1 

6. U S M (Queen) 

7. Pecos TX 

a 2.0 million cubic feet » 

9. February 8.1980 

10 . 

1. 80-15364/10579 
Z 42-371-32429-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Gulf Oil Corp 

5. Nora Boatman et al No 1 

6. U S M (Queen) 

7. Pecos TX 

8. 2.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10 . 

1.80- 15385/10580 

Z 42-371-32512-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Gulf Oil Corp 

5. Nora Boatman et al B No 1 

6. U S M (Queen) 


7. Pecos TX 

8. 7.4 million cubic feet 

9. February & 1980 

ia 

1.80-15386/10581 
Z 42-371-32491-0000 
3.103 000 000 

4. Culf Oil Corp 

5. USM-Hillin No 1 

6. USM (Queen) 

7. Pecos TX 

8.4.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10 . 

1. 80-15387/10790 
Z 42-475-31585-0000 
3. 103 000 000 

4. HNG Oil Co 

5. Middleton 124 *C-4 ID *20729 

6. Rhoda Walker (Canyon 5900) 

7. Ward TX 

8.13 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. Delhi Gas Pipeline Corp 
1. 80-15388/10815 

Z 42-355-31337-0000 
3.103 000 000 

4. Pcnnzoil Producing Co 

5. Clara Driscoll No A-16-D 

6. Agua Dulce 

7. Nueces TX 

8.145.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8,1980 

10. United Gas Pipe Line Co 
1. 80-15389/10816 

Z 42-355-31376-0000 
3.103 000 000 

4. Pcnnzoil Producing Co 

5. Minnie Brown No 5 

6. Agua Dulce 

7. Nueces TX 

8.135 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. United Gas Pipeline Co 
1. 80-153390/10822 

Z 42-329-30816-0000 
3.103 000 000 

4. Parker & Parsley Inc 

5. Hutt Lease well No 1 

8. Spraberry (Trend Area) 

7. Midland TX 

a 20.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-15391/10857 

2. 42-357-30885-0000 
3.103 000 000 

4. Falcon Petroleum Co 

5. Barlow No 1 04395 

6. Crest (Des Moines) 

7. Ochiltree TX 

a 55.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

West Virginia Department of Mines. Oil and 
Gas Division 

1, Control number (F.E.R.C./State) 

Z API well number 
a Section of NGPA 
4. Operator 
a Well name 

6. Field or OCS area name 

7. County. State or block No. 
a Estimated annual volume 
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9. Date received at FERC 

10. Purchaaer(s) 

1. 00-15262 

2. 47-021-01436-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Waco Oil A Gas Co Inc 

5. Clifford B Burk *1 
0. Copen 

7. Gilmer WV 

8. 2.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8. 1980 

10. Equitable Gas Co 
1.00-15283 
2.47-021-01472-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Waco Oil A Gas Co Inc 

5. A B Campbell *1 

6. Ellis 

7. Gilmer WV 

8.3.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. Equitable Gas Co 

1. 80-15284 

2. 47-021-Ol822-0000 

3.108 OOO 000 

4. Waco Oil A Gas Co Inc 

5. Laura Goff *1 

6. 

7. Gilmer WV 
a 4.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Equitable Gas Co 

1.80- 15285 

2. 47-021-01885-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Waco Oil A Gas Co Inc 

5. Laura Goff «3 

6. 

7. Gilmer WV 

8.4.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Equitable Gas Co 

1.80- 15266 

2. 47-021-01898-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Waco Oil A Gas Co Inc 

5. Laura Goff *4 

8. 

7. Gilmer WV 

8. 50 million cubic feet 

9. February' 8.1980 

10. Equitable Gas Co 

1. 80-15267 

2. 47-021-02160-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Waco Oil A Gas Co Inc 

5. Clifford Burke *1A 

6. Copen 

7. Gilmer WV 

a O million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Equitable Gas Co 

1. 80-15268 

2. 47-021-02190-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Waco Oil A Gas Co Inc 

5. Laura Goff *5 

6 . 

7. Gilmer WV 

8. .0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. Equitable Gas Co 

1.80- 15269 

2. 47-021-02210-0000 


3.108 000 000 

4. Waco Oil ft Gas Co Inc 

5. Laura Goff *6 

6. 

7. Gilmer WV 
a .0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8,1980 

10. Equitable Gas Co 

1. 80-15270 

2. 47-021-02289-0000 

3. 100 000 000 

4. Waco Oil ft Gas Co Inc 

5. Laura Goff *7 

fl. 

7. Gilmer WV 

8. .0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Equitable Gas Co 

1. 80-15271 

2. 47-021-02789-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. United Petro Ltd 

5. M B Morris *3-UPL 
a GlenviJIe Field 

7. Gilmer WV 

8.14.2 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Carnegie Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-15272 

2 47-021-02793-0000 

3.108 000 000 
4. United Petro Ltd 
SMB Morris *1-UPL 
a Clenville field 

7. Gilmer WV 

a 14.2 million cubic feet 

8. February a 1980 

10. Carnegie Natural Gas Co 
1. 00-15273 
2 47-021-02791-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. United Petro Ltd 

5. MB Morris *2-UPL 

6. Clenville Field 

7. Gilmer WV 

8.14.2 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Carnegie Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-15274 

2 47-021-02819-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. United Petro Ltd 

5. M B Morris *4-UPL 

8. Clenville field 
7. Gilmer WV 

8.14.2 million cubic feet 

9. February 8. I960 

10. Carnegie Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-15275 

2 47-021-02821-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. United Petro Ltd 

5. M B Morris *5-UPL 
a Clenville field 

7. Gilmer WV 

8.14.2 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Carnegie Natural Gas Co 

1.80-15276 

2 47-021-02822-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. United Petro Ltd 

5. M B Morris *8-UPL 
a Glenvillo field 

7. Gilmer WV 


20. 1980 / Notices 


8.14.2 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Carnegie Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-15277 

2 47-013-02587-0000 
3.108 000 000 

4. United Petro Ltd 

5. Enoch Leach *2-UPL 
a Sycamore-Millstone 
7. Calhoun WV 

6.4.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 
1. 80-15278 

2 47-013-02586-0000 
3.108 000 000 

4. United Petro Ltd 

5. Enoch Leach *1— UPL 
a Sycamore-Millstone 

7. Calhoun WV 
a 4 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 
1. 80-15279 

2 47-013-02588-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. United Petro Ltd 

5. Enoch Leach *3—UPL 
a Sycamore-Millstone 

7. Calhoun WV 
a 4.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1900 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 
1. 80-15280 

2 47-007-00539-0000 
3.108 000 000 

4. Waco Oil and C8S Co Inc 

5. W H Campbell *1 

a 

7. Braxton WV 
a 3.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Equitable Gas Co 
1. 80-15281 

2 47-013-01163-0000 
3.108 000 000 
4. United Petro Ltd 
a Phillip Ferrell *1-UPL 
a Russett 
7. Calhoun WV 
a 3.7 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 

1. 80-15282 

2. 47-021-02940-0000 
3.1*08 000 000 

4. United Petro Ltd 

5. A C Nutter *1-UPL 

6. Stumptown-Normantown gas field 

7. Gilmer WV 

a 13.5 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. Carnegie Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-15283 

2 47-013-02808-0000 
3.106 000 000 

4. United Petro Ltd 

5. M L Burrows #4-UPL 

6. Russett field 

7. Calhoun WV 

6.11.7 million cubic feet 

9, February 8.1900 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 
1.80-15284 
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Z 47-013-02601-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. United Petro Ltd 

5. M L Burrows «3-UPL 
0. Russett field 

7. Calhoun WV 

а. 11.7 million cubic feet 
9- February a 1980 

10 Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 

1. 80-15285 

2. 47-019-02590-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. United Petro Ltd 

5. M L Burrows *1-UPL 
8 Russett Field 

7. Calhoun WV 
a 11.7 million cubic feet 
9. February 8.1980 
10 Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 

1. 80-15286 

2. 47-013-62800-0000 
3.106 000 000 

4. United Petro Ltd 

5. M L Burrows *2-UPL 

б. Russett Field 

7. Calhoun WV 

8.11.7 million cubic feet 

9. February 8* 1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 

1.80-15287 

2. 47-085-01196-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. M R Osbourn Oil & Gas Co 

5. M R Osbourn #2 

8. Murphy District 
7. Ritchie WV 

6 1.4 million cubic feet 

9. February 8,1980 

10. Hope Gas Supply Corp 

1. 80-15288 

2. 47-085-21183-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. M R Osbourn Oil & Gas Co 

5. M R Osbourn *1 

6. Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 

8.1.4 million cubic feet 

9. February 8,1980 

10. Hope Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-15289 

2. 47-085-03833-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. United Petro Ltd 

5. A O Wilson SM-UPL 

6. Cairo-Ritchie Mines-Hartley Oil Field 

7. Ritchie WV 

8.7.7 million cubic feet 

9. February 8,1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 
1 80-15290 

Z 47-013-01329-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. United Petro Ltd 

5. Clara Kerby *2-UPL 
6 Russett 

7. Calhoun WV 

8.3.7 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 
1 80-15291 
£47-065-03829-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. United Petro Ltd 

5 S C Parks *1-UPL 

8. Cuiro-Ritchie Mines-Hartley Oil 


7. Ritchie WV 

8. 7.7 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 

1. 80-15292 

2. 47-021-03225-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. United Petro Ltd 

5. C L James #2-UPL 

6. Stumptown-Normantown gas field 

7. Gilmer WV 

8.13.5 million cubic feet 

9. February 8,1980 

10. Carnegie Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-15293 

2. 47-021-03224-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. United Petro Ltd 

5. C L |ames *1-UPL 

6. Stumptown-Normantown gas field 

7. Gilmer WV 

8.13.5 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. Carnegie Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-15294 

Z 47-021-03223-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. United Petro Ltd 

5. J F James *1-UPL 

6. Stumptown-Normantown gas Held 

7. Gilmer WV 

a 13.5 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Carnegie Natural Gas Co 

1.80- 15295 

2.47-013-02955-0000 
3.106 000 000 

4. United Petro Ltd 

5. Tell McDonald #2-UPL 

6. Sycamore Millstone 

7. Calhoun WV 

6 5.1 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 
1. 80-15296 

Z 47-013-02954-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. United Petro Ltd 

5. Clara Kerby #1-UPL 
a Russett 

7. Calhoun WV 

8.3.7 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 

1.80- 15297 

Z 47-021-02941-0000 

a 108 000 000 

4. United Petro Ltd 

5. A C Nutter #2-UPL 

8. Stumptown-Normantown gas field 
7. Gilmer WV 

8.13 5 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Carnegie Natural Gas Co 

United States Geological Survey, Metairie, 
Louisiana 

1. Control number (FJLR.C./State) 

Z API well number 

3. Section of NGPA 

4. Operator 

5. Well name 

a Field or OCS area name 

7. County. State or block No. 

8. Estimated annual volume 


9. Date received at FERC 

10. Purchaser!*) 

1. 80-15209/C9-093 
Z 17-709-4-278-00S1-O 

3.102 000 000 
4. Pennzoil Company 
a Pennzoil Company No A-2 
a Eugene Island 
7. 281 

a 958 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 7.1980 

10. Sea Robin Pipeline Company. United Gas 
Pipeline Co., Southern Natural Gas Co., 
Transcontinental P/L Northern Natural 

1. 80-15210/G9-990 
Z 17-709-40299-O0D1-0 

3.102 000 000 

4. Pennzoil Company 

5. Pennzoil Company Well No A-7 

6. Eugene Island 
7.281 

8.1990.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 7.1980 

10. Sea Robin Pipeline Company. United Gas 
Pipeline Co.. Southern Natural Gas Co., 
Transcontinental P/U Northern Natural 

1. 80-15211 /C9-1011 
Z 17-700—4O328-O0D2-O 

3.102 000 000 
4. CNG Producing Co 
a B-5D2 
a Vermilion 

7.313 

a 234.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 7,1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp Columbia 
Gas Transmission Corp 

1. 80-15212/G9-1020 
Z 17-706-4G328-00D1-O 

3.102 000 000 

4. CNG Producing Co 

5. B-5D1 

0. Vermilion 

7. 313 

a 1480X1 million cubic feet 
9. February 7.1980 

ia Consolidated Gas Supply Corp Columbia 
Gas Transmission Corp 
1. 80-15213/G9-1021 
Z 17-708-4O328-O0D3-0 

3.102 000 000 
4. CNG Producing Co 
a B-5D3 ALT 
a Vermilion 

7.313 

a 1188.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 7.1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp Columbia 
Gas Transmission Corp 

1. 80-15214/C9-1023 
Z 17-708-4O362-O0D1 -O 

3.102 000 000 

4. CNG Producing Co 

5. B-12D1 

a Vermilion 

7.313 

a 1188.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 7,1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp Columbia 
Gas Transmission Corp 

United States Geological Survey, 
Albuquerque, New Mexico 

1. Control number (FJLR.C./State) 

Z API well number 
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3. Section of NGPA 

4. Operator 

5. Well name 

6. Field or OCS area name 

7. County. State or block No. 
a Estimated annual volume 

9. Date received at FERC 

10. Purchaser(s) 

1. 80-15234/ NKM532-79 

2. 30-015-22891-0000-0 

3.103 000 000 

4. Mesa Petroleum Co 

5. Berry Federal Com 1 
6u Undesignated-Cisco 

7. Eddy NM 

a 250.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8,1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 
1.80-15235/NM-4533-79-A 
2- 30-015-70397-0000-0 

3.103 000 000 

4. Mesa Petroleum Co 

5. Yates Federal Com 1Y (Morrow) 

6. Wildcat 

7. Eddy NM 

8.1000.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8,1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-15236/NM-4535-79-B 

2. 30-015-70397-0000-0 

3.103 000 000 

4. Mesa Petroleum Co 

5. Yates Federal Com 1Y (Cisco) 

8. Undcslgnated-Cisco 

7. Eddy NM 

8. 200.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-15237/NM-4534-79 

2.30-045-06788-0000-0 

3.108 000 000 

4. Energy Reserves Group Inc 

5. EH Pipkin »8X 

6. Basin Dakota 

7. San |uan NM 

8.140 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. Southern Union Gathering Co 

1. 80-15238/NM—4535-79 

2. 30-045-06455-0000-0 
3.106 000 000 

4. Petroleum Corporation of Texas 

5. Gentle B No 1 NM-011808 

6. South Blanco Pictured Cliffs Filed 

7. San Juan County NM 
8.9.1 million cubic feet 

9. February 8,1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 

1. 80-15239/COA-4538-79A 

2. 05-067-06113-0000-0 

3.103 000 000 

4. Mesa Petroleum Co 

5. Ute Indian *4A PC 

6. Ignacio Pictured Cliffs 

7. La plat a CO 

8. 36.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 

1. 80-15240/COA-4538-79B 

2. 05-087-06113-0000-0 

3. 103 000 000 


4. Mesa Petroleum Co 

5. Ute Indian #4A 

6. Ignacio Blanco Mesaverde 

7. Laplata CO 

8.118.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1960 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 

1. 80-15241 /NM-4538-79 

2. 30-039-21994-0000-0 

3.103 000 000 

4. Amoco Production Co 

5. Jicarilla Gas Com 35D *1 
6 Basin Dakota 

7. Rio Arriba NM 

8. 80.1 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. Northwest Pipeline Corp 

1. 80-15242/NM-4539-79 

2. 30-039-21992-0000-0 

3.103 000 000 

4. Amoco Production Co 

5. Jicarilla Apache Tribal 35-1 

6. Basin Dakota 

7. San Juan NM 

& 195.0 million cubic feet 
0. February a 1980 
10. Northwest Pipeline Corp 
1. 80-15243/NM-454O-70 
2 30-039-21993-0000-0 

3.103 000 000 

4. Amoco Production Co 

5. Jicarilla Apache Tribal 35 #2 

6. Basin Dakota 

7. Rio Arriba NM 

A 336.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980 

10. Northwest Pipeline Corp 

1. 00-15244/NM-4542-79-103 

2. 30-005-80530-0000-0 

3.103 000 000 

4. McClellan Oil Corp 

5. McClellan Federal No 2 NM-2581 

6. Sams Ranch (Graybuig) 

7. Chaves NM 

a 73.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1960 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 

1. 0O-15245/NM-4744-79 

2. 30-039-21978-000-0 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Mobil Oil Corp 

5. Jicarilla Otero Com *1 

6. Basin Dakota 

7. Rio Arriba NM 

8. 73.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Northwest Pipeline Corp 

1. 80-15248/ NM-4749-79 

2. 30-039-21257-000-0 

3.103 000 000 

4. Dave M Thomas Jr 

5. Chacon Jicarilla Apache D-6 
a Chacon Dakota 

7. Rio Arriba NM 
a .0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8,1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 

1. 80-15247/NM-4740-79 

2. 30-043-20373-0000-0 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Dave M Thomas Jr 


5. Chacon Jicarilla Apache D-102 
a Chacon Dakota 
7. Sandoval NM 
8.123.4 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 
1. 80-15248/NM-4751-79 

2.30-043-20428-0000-0 

3.103 000 000 

4. Dave M Thomas Jr 

5. Cm con Jicarilla Apache D-106 

6. Chacon Dakota 

7. Sandoval NM 

a 152-6 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1960 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 

1. 80-15249/NM-4752-79 

2. 30-043-20428-0000-0 

3.103 000 000 

4. Dave M Thomas Jr 

5. Chacon Jicarilla Apache D-107 
a Chacon Dakota 

7. Sandoval NM 
a 17.3 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1900 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-15250/ NM-4753-79 

2. 30-043-20427-0000-0 

3.103 000 000 

4. Dave M Thomas Jr 
5 Chacon Jicarilla Apache D-106 
a Chacon Dakota 
7. Sandoval NM 
a 90.2 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-15251/NM-4754-79 

2. 30-039-21990-0000-0 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Dave M Thomas Jr 

5. Chacon Jicarilla Apache D-7 
a Chacon Dakota 

7. Rio Arriba NM 
a 148 8 million cubic feet 

9. February a I960 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-15252/NM-4755-79 

2. 30-043-20423-0000-0 

3.103 000 000 

4. Dave M Thomas Jr 

5. Chacon Jicarilla Apache D-104 

6. Chacon Dakota 

7. Sandoval NM 

a 21.5 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1960 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-15253/NM-4756-79 

2. 30-043-20374-000-0 

3.103 000 000 

4. Dave M Thomas Jr 

5. Chacon Jicarilla Apache D-103 

6. Chacon Dakota 

7. Sandoval NM 

a 92,2 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 
1. 80-15254/NM-4757-79 

2.30-045-23430-0000-0 

3.103 000 000 

4. Tcnneco Oil Co 

5. Pritchard #8 
a Basin Dakota 
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7. Sun Juan NM 

8. 500.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8* 1980 

10. El Paso Natural Caa Co 

1. 80-15255/NM-4811-79 

2. 30-039-60093-0000-0 

3.108 000 000 

4 El Paso Natural Caa Co 

5. Rincon Unit #107 MV A PC 
6 Blanco-unit A Blanco S PC 

7. Rio Arriba NM 

8 19.0 million cubic feet 

9 February 8,1980. 

ia El Paso Natural Caa Co 

1. 80-15256/NM-4812-79 

2. 30-039-07037-0000-0 

3.108 000 000 

4. El Paso Natural Caa Co 

5. Rincon Unit #123 

8. Blanco-Meaaverde Caa 
7. Rio Arriba NM 

& 18.6 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980. 

10. El Paso Natural Caa Co 
L 80-15257/NM-4813-79 

2.30- 039-07017-0000-0 

3. 108 000 000 

4. El Paao Natural Gaa Co 

5. San Juan 28-7 unit #78 

6. BIunco-Mesaverde Coa 

7. Rio Arriba NM 

8.19.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8, I960. 

10. El Paso Natural Caa Co 

1. 80-15258/NM-4814-79- 

2.30- 045-20625-0000-0 

3.108 000 000 

4. El Paao Natural Caa Co 

5. Huerfano unit #206 
8 Basm-Dakota Gaa 
7. San Juan NM 

8.19.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980. 

10. El Paao Natural Gaa Co.. Northwest 
Pipeline Corp 

1.80-15259/ NM-481 S-79 

2.30- 045-07339-0000-0 

3.108 000 000 

4. El Paso Natural Caa Co 

5. White Kutz #2 

6. Fulcher Kutz-Pictured Cliffs Caa 

7. San Juan NM 

8.17.5 million cubic feet 

9. February 8,1980. 

10. El Paso Natural Gaa Co 

1. 80-15280/NM-4815-79 
2 30-039-05455-0000-0 

3.108 000 000 

4. El Paso Natural Gaa Co 

5. Lindrilh Unit #41 

6. Blanco South—Pictured Cliffs Caa 

7. Rio Arriba 

8.17.5 million cubic feet 

9. February 8,1980. 

10. Ei Paso Natural Gaa Co 
1 80-15281/NM-4817-79 

2. 30-0045-21442-0000-0 

3.108 000 000 

4. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

5. Kelly #3 

6. Blanco-Pictured Cliffs Gaa 

7. San Juan NM 

8.18.6 million cubic feet 

9. February 8.1980. 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 


The applications for determination in 
these proceedings together with a copy 
or description of other materials in the 
record on which such determinations 
were made are available for inspection, 
except to the extent such material is 
treated as confidential under 18 CFR 
275.206, at the Commission’s Office of 
Public Information. Room 1000, 825 
North Capitol Street. NJL, Washington. 
D.C. 20425. 

Persons objecting to any of these final 
determinations may. in accordance with 
18 CFR 275.203 and 18 CFR 275.204. filed 
a protest with the Commission on or 
before April 4.1980. 

Please reference the FERC Control 
Number in all correspondence related to 
these determinations. 

Kenneth F. Plum, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc KV4610 Filed I-lS-Stt *44 as) 

BIUJMO 0006 44S0-44-4I 


l No. 158) 

Determinations by Jurisdictional 
Agencies Under the Natural Gas Policy 
Act of 1978 

March 13. I960. 

The Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission received notices from the 
jurisdictional agencies listed below of 
determinations pursuant to 18 CFR 
274.104 and applicable to the indicated 
wells pursuant to the Natural Gas Policy 
Act of 197a 

Colorado OU and Gat Conservation 
Commission 

1. Control Number (FERC/State) 

2. API well number 

3. Section of NCPA 

4. Operator 

5. Well name 

a Field or OCS area name 

7. County. State or block No. 

8. Estimated annual volume 

9. Date received at FERC 

10 . Purchasers) 

1. 80-14654 

2. 05-123-08421-0000 
3.108 000 000 

4. Amoco Production Company 

5. Lela F Thomason Gas Unit #1 
5 Wattenberg 

7. Weld CO 

6.18.6 million cubic feet 

9. February 5,1980 

10, Panhandle Eastern Pipeline Company 

Kentucky Department of Mines and Minerals, 
Oil and Gas Division 

1. Control Number (FERC/State) 

2. API well number 

3. Section of NCPA 

4. Operator 

5. Well name 

6. Field or OCS area name 

7. County. State or block No. 

8. Estimated annual volume 


9. Date received at FERC 

10 . Purchaser(s) 

1. 80-15392/ERC-354 
2.16-071-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Cities Service Co 

5. Rock Castle RR Co A-l 
5 Canada 50 

7. Floyd KY 
5 7.1 million cubic feet 

9. February 7.1980 

10. Columbia Cas Transmission Corp 

Louisiana Office of Conservation 

1. Control Number (FERC/State) 

2. API well number 

3. Section of NGPA 

4. Operator 

5. Well name 

5 Field or OCS area name 
7. County. State or block No. 
a Estimated annual volume 

9. Date received at FERC 

10. Purchasers) 

1. 80-15488/79-2211 
Z 17-055-20155-0000 

3.102 000 000 

4. Stone Oil Corp 

5. A G Mauboules #1 

6. Perry Point 

7. Lafayette LA 

6.2729.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Continental Oil Co 
1. 80-15469/79-2918 

Z 17-017-22983-0000 

3.102 000 000 

4 . Pride Exploration Inc 

5. Pride Exploration—Gayle #1 

6. Greenwood-Waskom 

7. Caddo Parish LA 

a 275.0 million cubic feet 
9 February a 1980 
10. United Cas Pipe Line Co 
1. 80-15470/79-2920 
Z 17-027-20574-0000 

3.102 000 000 
4. Sutton-Cerard-Sawyer 
a Henry Baker #1 

6. Athens 

7. Claiborne LA 

8.400.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a I960 

10. Arkansas Louisiana Cas Co 
1. 80-15471/79-3000 

Z 17-023-21389-0000 

3.102 000 000 

4. Matzinger A Bell Inc 

5. S L 7768 No 1 

8. Grand Lake 
7. Cameron LA 

8.1360.7 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Louisiana Intrastate Cas Co 

Michigan Department of Natural Resources 

1. Control Number (FERC/State) 

Z API well number 

3. Section of NCPA 

4. Operator 

5. Well name 

6. Field or OCS area name 

7. County. State or block No. 
a Estimated annual volume 
9. Date received at FERC 
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10. Purchased*) 

1. 80-15472 

2. 21-035-32991-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Sun Oil Company 

5. D L Thayer No 9 

6. Winterficld 

7. Clare MI 

8.1.0 million cubic feel 

9. February 8,1980 

10. Consumers Power Co 

1. 80-15473 

2. 21-045-32458-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Consumers Power Co 

5. CP Co Hanks 1-32 

8. Eaton Rapids 32(D) 

7. Eaton Ml 

8. 300.0 million cubic feet 

9. February a 1980 

10. Consumers Power Co 
1.80-15474 

2. 21-079-33088-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Amoco Production Co 

5. State Kalkaska R 3-12 

6. Kalkaska 12-27N-8W 

7. Kalkaska MJ 

8. 73.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 8. I960 

10. Consumers Power Co 

Montana Board of OU and Gas Conservation 

1. Control number (F.FJR.G/State) 

2. API well number 

3. Section of NCPA 

4. Operator 

5. Well name 

0. Field or OCS area name 

7. County. State or Block No. 

8. Estimated annual volume 

9. Dote received at FERC 
ia Purchaser!ft) 

1. 00-15516/3-79-99 

2. 25-083-21181-0000 

3.102 000 000 

4. Pennzoil Co 

5. Pennzoil—Coon #1 

8. East Putnam 

7. Richland MT 
8.10.0 million cubic feet 
0. February 11.1980 

10. MontanaDakota Utilities Co 

1. 80-15517/3-79-108 

2. 25-041-21313-0000 
3.108 000 000 

4. Bolin OU Co 

5. Bolin-Frost-Paulson #1 

6. Tiger Ridge 

7. Hill MT 

8. 25.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Northern Natural Cas Co 

1. 80-15518/1-80-1 

2. 25-071-21681-0000 

3.102 000 000 

4. Falcon-Colorado Exploration Inc 
5.1-27 Bell 

8. Swanson Creek 
7. Phillips MT 

8.16.5 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1900 

ia Montana-Dakota Utilities Co 

1. 80-15519/1-80-2 

2. 25-071-21679-0000 


3.102 000 000 

4. Fa Icon-Colorado Exploration Inc 
5.1-27 Kem 

6. Swanson Creek 

7. Phillips MT 

8.19.8 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Mon tana-Dakota Utilities Co 

1. 89-15520/1-80-3 

2. 25-005-22111-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. | Bums Brown 

5. S-B Ranch 4-30-19 

6. Tiger Ridge 

7. Blaine MT 

8. 72 0 million cubic feel 

9. February 11,1980 

10. Northern Natural Cas Co 

New Mexico Department of Energy and 
Minerals Oil Conservation Division 

1. Control number (F.F-R.C./Sute) 

2. API well number 

3. Section of NCPA 

4. Operator 

5. Well name 

6. Field or OCS area name 

7. County. State or block No. 

0. Estimated annual volume 

9. Date received at FERC 

10. Purchasers) 

1.80-15449 

2. 30-015-22746-0000 

3. 102 000 000 

4. Yates Petroleum Corp 

5. Irish Hills Je State Com #1 

6. Boyd Morrow 

7. Eddy NM 

8. .0 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Transwestem Pipeline Co 

1. 80-15521 

2. 30-025-25647-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Supron Energy Corp 

5. State Snm 33-16-22 No 1 

6. Wolfcamp 

7. Lea NM 

A 32.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Continental Oil Co 

1. 80-15522 

2. 30-015-22826-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Southland Royalty Co 

5. State 32 Com #1 

8. Winchester 

7. Eddy NM 

8. 55.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 
1. 80-15523 

2.30- 015-22955-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Southland Royalty Co 

5. State G Com *1 

6. Angeil Ranch 

7. Eddy NM 

8. 50.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-15524 

2.30- 025-26474-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Warren Petroleum Co Div Gulf Oil 


5. RE Cole (NCT-A) #21 

6. Drinkard 

7. Lea NM 

6. .0 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1080 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 
1.80-15525 

2.30- 005-60577-0000 
3.103 000 000 

4. Mewboume Oil Co 

5. Mewboume State 25 Com #1 
6 Bufflao Valley (Pennsylvanian) 

7. Chaves NM 

8. 250.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 11,1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 
1. 80-15528 

2.30- 005-00000-0000 
3.103 000 000 

4. Stevens Oil Co 

5. O’Brien F No 3 

6. Twin Lakes'San Andres Assoc 

7. Chaves NM 

8. 66.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 11. I960 

10. Transwestem Pipeline Co 
1. 80-15527 

2- 30-025-26421-0000 
3.103 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. Leamex No 20 

6. Maljamar Grayburg/San Andres 

7. Lea NM 

a 5 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 11,1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-15528 

2.30- 045-23385-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

5. Randelmon #1A 

6. Blanco Mesaverde 

7. San Juan NM 

8.180.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 11,1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 

1.80- 15529 

2. 30-025-25787-0000 
3.103 000 000 

4. Supron Energy Corp 

5. State Snm 33-16-33 No 2 
0. Sanmal'Penn 

7. Lea NM 

6 67.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 11, I960 

10. Continental Oil Co 

1.80- 15530 

2.30- 025-00000-0000 
3.108 000 000 denied 

4. Amerada Hess Corp 

5. W A Weir #8 
6 Monument 

7. Lea NM 

a 1.6 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Warren Petroleum Co 

North Dakota Geological Survey 

1. Control number (FJLR.C/State) 

2. API well number 

3. Section of NGPA 

4. Operator 

5. Well name 

a Field or OCS area name 
7. County. State or Block No. 
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8, Estimated annual volume 
g, Date received at FERC 
10. Purchasers) 

1.00-15531/199 

2. 33-053-00835-0000 

3,102 000 000 
4 Kerr-McCee Corp 

5. Bums No 1-20 

6. Mondak 

7. McKenzie ND 

8. 20 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10 . 

1.80-15532/200 

2.33- 053-00009-0000 

3.102 000 000 

4. Kerr-McGee Corp 

5. Bums No 1-28 

8. Mondak 

7. McKenzie ND 

A. 9.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13,1980 

10. 

1. 80-15533/201 

2. 33-053-00806-0000 

3.102 000 000 

4. KerT-McCee Corp 

5. Bums No 1-29 

8. Mondak 

7. McKenzie ND 
a 25.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13,1900 

10. 

1. 80-15614/205 

2.33- 105-00803-0000 

3.102 000 000 

4. Mosbacher Production Co 

5. Earl HefBcfinger 3-1 

a 

7. Williams ND 
a 110.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10. Montana-Dakota Utilities Co 

Oklahoma Corporation Commission 

1. Control number (F.ER.C/State) 

2. API well number 

3. Section ofNGPA 

4. Operator 
a W'ell name 

a Field or OCS areo name 
7. County, State or Block No. 
a Estimated annua) volume 

9. Date received at FERC 

10. Purchasers) 

1. 80-15475/01605 

2. 35-063-20816-0000 

3.103 000 000 
4 )et Oil Co 

5. State IrA 

6. S E Russell 

7. Logan OK 

8.1.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10. Service Drilling Co 

1. 80-15476/00742 

2. 35-007-21412-0000 
3.102 000 000 

4. Natural Gas Ana dark o Inc 

5. Hanshu *1-28 
a Mocane Morrow 
7. Beaver OK 

8- 250.0 million cubic feet 

9 February 12.1980 

10. Northern Natural Gas Co 


1. 80-15477/01653 

2. 35-073-21949-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Seneca Oil Co 

5. Gracey *2 

6. Sooner Trend 

7. Kingfisher OK 

a 8.8 million cubic feet 

9. February 12, 1980 

10. Exxon Corp 
1.0O-15478/O1537 

Z 35-017-20737-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Jones A Pellow Oil Co 

5. Kruger 15-2 

6. N Richland 

7. Canadian OK 

8.198.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10. Public Service Co of Oklahoma 

1. 80-15479/01534 

2. 35-017-20744-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Jones A Pellow Oil Co 

5. Lafollette 26-1 

6. S Ft. Reno 

7. Canadian OK 

8.97.5 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10. Oklahoma Gas and Electric 

1. 80-15480/01533 

2. 35-017-20781-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Jones A Pellow Oil Co 

5. Meyer 35-1 

a South Ft Reno 
7. Canadian OK 
a 24 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10. Oklahoma Gas and Electric Co 

1.80-15481/01061 

Z 35-049-00000-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Texaco Inc 

5. R S Rosier No 1 
a Golden Trend 

7. Garvin OK 

a 8.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10. Lone Star Gas Co 

1. 80-15482/01301 

2. 35-007-20910-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Singer-Fleischaker Oil Opr Co 

5. Barby *1-12 

8. Mocane-Lavemc 
7. Beaver OK 

a 3.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10. Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co 
1. 80-15463/01310 

Z 35-007-21126-0000 

3.108 000 000 
4. Kaiser Francis Oil Co 
5 Albert #3 
a Mocane-Laveme 
7. Beaver OK 
a 17.0 million cubic feet 

9, February 12,1980 

10. Colorado Interstate Gas Co 
1. 80-15484/02309 

2.35-051-20681-0000 

3. 107 000 000 

4. American Natural Gas Production Co 

5. Angpc Brown #1 


8. Chitwood 

7. Grady OK 

8. 290.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10. Public Service Co of Oklahoma 
1. 00-15485/01164 

Z 35-045-20171-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Nielson Enterprises Inc 

5. Kennedy *1 

6. N E Gage (Morrow) 

7. Ellis OK 

a 17.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12, I960 

10. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Lina Co 

1. 69-15486/03452 

2. 35-007-21587-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Cities Service Co 

5. Shadden B #2 
a Mocane-Lavem 
7. Beaver OK 

a 64.9 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10. Colorado Interstate Gas Co 
1. 80-15487/01508 

2.35- 027-00000-0000 

3.103 000 000 
4.LO Ward 

a Oklahoma C-16 OTC #54454 
a Southwest Moore 
7. Cleveland OK 
a 60.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10. Sun Gas Co 

1. 80-15488/01522 

2.35- 051-20696-0000 
a 103 000 000 

4. Sun Oil Co (Delaware) 

5. W G Stevens No 1 
a Binger East 

7. Caddo OK 
a 45.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

1. 80-15489/01672 

2. 35-011-00000-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. L O Ward 

5. Demoss #1 

6. W Southard 

7. Blaine OK 

a 350.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10. Delhi Gas Pipe Line 

1.80-15490/01684 

Z 35-063-21020-0000 

3.103 000 000 
4. Jet Oil Co 
a Haken #1 

6. N Elkhom 

7. Logan OK 

a 10.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10. Eason Oil Co 

1. 00-15491/01681 

2. 35-083-20999-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Jet Oil Co 

5. Moore #1 

6. N Elkhom 

7. Logan OK 

8. .0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10. Eason Oil Co 
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1.80- 15492/01728 

2. 35-047-00042-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Jet Oil Co 

5. Anthony #1 

8. N Elkhom 

7. Garfield OK 

8.18 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10. Aminoil USA Inc 

1. 80-15493/01340 

2. 35-077-20172-0000 

3.102 000 000 

4. Cheyenne Petroleum Co 

5, Rudy #1-27 

а. 

7. Latimer OK 

8.456.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 12. I960 

m 

1. 80-15494/01396 

2. 35-061-20748-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Kctal Oil Producing Co 

5. Tarver L #3 

б. NW Agra 

7. Lincoln OK 

& 30.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10. Colorado Gas Compression Inc 

1.80- 15495/01690 

2. 35-073-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 Denied 

4. Brown & Borelli Inc 

5. Taggart #1 

8. Sooner Trend 

7. Kingfisher OK 

8. 7.7 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co 

1. 80-15496/01 &41 

2. 35-073-20236-0000 

3.108 000 000 Denied 

4. Harper Oil Co 

5. A B Coin 1 

6. Sooner Trend 

7. Kingfisher OK 

8. 7.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10. Exxon Co USA 

1.80- 15497/01858 

2. 35-093-20706-0000 

3.108 000 000 Denied 

4. Harper Oil Co 

5. Williams 1-30 

6. Cheyenne Valley 

7. Major OK 

8. 5.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

1. 86-15498/01414 

2. 35-119-00000-0000 

3.102 000 000 Denied 

4. Big Four Petroleum Co 

5. Ballard #1 

6. Ingalls 

7. Payne OK 

8.15.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12. I960 

10. Colorado Gas Compression Inc 

1. 86-15499/03455 

2. 35-061-20275-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Samson Resources Co 

5. Rex Unit No 1 


6. Northeast Lequire 

7. Haskell OK 

B. 650.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10. Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co 
1. 86-15500/01690 

2.35-073-00006-0000 

3.108 000 000 Denied 

4. Brown 6 Borelli Inc 

5. Taggart #1 

8. Sooner Trend 

7. Kingfisher OK 

8. 7.7 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co 
1. 86-15501/01617 

2.35- 073-00006-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Brown & Borelli Inc 

5. Gilbert #3 

6. Sooner Trend 

7. Kingfisher OK 

8.1.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10. Exxon Company USA 

1. 80-15502/01074 

2. 35-043-00006-6000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Carl E Gungoll 

5. Nelson #2 

8. North Oakwood 

7. Dewey OK 

8.600.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12. I960 

10. Mustang Fuel Corp 

1. 86-15503/01673 

Z 35-043-00000-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Carl E Gungoll 

5. SUva-Wilburg 
6 N Oakwood 
7. Dewey OK 

a 5.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1900 

10. Mustang Fuel Corp 
1.86-15564/01580 

2. 35-129-20256-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Apache Corp 

5. Clay #1-25 

6. West Reydon 

7. Roger Mills OK 

8. 3102.5 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 
1. 66-15505/01595 

2.35- 083-20936-0000 
a 103 000 000 

4. Jet Oil Co 

5. Howland 3-A 

8. S E Russell 
7. Logan OK 

8.12.0 million cubic feet 

9. Februaiy 12,1980 

10. Service Drilling Co 

1. 86-15506/01594 

2. 35-063-20795-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Service Drilling Co 

5. Harman-Thomas #1-6 

6. NE Russell 

7. Logan OK 

8. 36.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10. Cities Service Gas Co 


1. 86-15507/01525 
Z 35-017-20779-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Sabine Corp 

5. Crowley #1-3 

8. S W El Reno 
7. Canadian OK 

a .0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10. Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co 
1. 80-15508/01671 

2.35- 073-22106-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Geodyne Resources Inc 

5. Caldwell No 1 
a Sooner Trend 

7. Kingfisher OK 

8. 28.1 million cubic feet 

9. February 12. I960 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

1. 86-15500/01675 

2. 35-043-00000-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. LO Ward 

5. Mullins #1 

6. SE Hucmac 

7. Dewey OK 

a 100.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10. Transok Pipe Line Co 
1. 80-15510/01818 

Z 35-073-20333-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Kirkpatrick Oil Co 

5. Brume A No 1 

8. Sooner Trend 
7. Kingfisher OK 

6. 2.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10. Exxon Corp 

1. 86-15511/01618 

2.35- 073-00006-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Kirkpatrick Oil Co 

5. State No 1 
a Lincoln 

7. Kingfisher OK 

8. 4 9 million cubic feet 

9. February 1 Z I960 

10. Exxon Corp 

1. 86-15512/01620 
Z 35-073-20336-0000 

3.108 000 000 
4. Kirkpatrick Oil Co 
a Meier Taylor No 1 
a Sooner Trend 
7. Kingfisher OK 
a 13.5 million cubic feet 
9. February 12.1980 
la Exxon Corp 
1. 86-15513/01623 
Z 35-073-02076-0000 

3. 106 000 000 

4. Brown & Borelli Inc 

5. Francis #1 

6. Sooner Trend 

7. Kingfisher OK 

8. 5.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 12,1980 

10. Exxon Company USA 
1. 80-15514/01821 

2.35- 073-20569-0000 

3.108 000 000 Denied 

4. Brown & Borelli Inc 

5. Bullis #1 
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a Sooner Trend 

7. Kingfoher OK 

8. 13.6 million cubic feet 

9. February 1Z I960 

10. Exxon Company USA 

1. 80-15515/01619 

Z 35-073-20229-0000 
3.108 000 000 

4. Brown A Borelli Inc 

5. Gilbert #1 

8. Sooner Trend 
7. Kingfisher OK 

8.9.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 12.1980 

10. Exxon Company, USA 

1.80- 15594/01630 

2. 35-043-20450-0000 
3.108 000 000 

4. Sabine Corporation 

5. Howell No 3-20 

6. Putnam 

7. Dewey OK 

a 4.1 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Pandhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co 

1.80- 15595/01638 

2. 35-073-00000-0000 
3.108 000 000 

4. Henry H. Cungofi Associates 

5. Mitchell #1 

6. Northwest Columbia 

7. Kingfisher OK 

8.8.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Exxon Company USA 

1. 00-15596/01835 

2. 35-045-00000-0000 
3.106 000 000 

4. Kaiser Francis Oil Co 

5. Jerome Berryman et al #1 

6. So Peek 

7. Ellis OK 

8.10.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13,1980 

10. Panhandle Eastern Pipeline Co 
1. 80-15597/01838 

Z 35-045-00000-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Kaiser Francis Oil Co 

5. Jerome Berryman Unit A #1 
& So Peek 

7. Ellis OK 

a 8 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13,1980 

10. Panhandle Eastern Pipeline Co 

1. 00-15598/00497 

2. 35-059-00000-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. W T Fail 

5. Holmes #1 

6. Laveme-Mocane 

7. Harper OK 

a 6.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 13,1980 

10. Michigan Wisconsin Pipeline Co 
1. 80-15599/00498 

2 35-059-00000-0000 
3.108 000 000 
4 W T Fail 
5. Carlisle-8 #1 

8. Laverne-Mocane 

7. Harper OK 

8. 9.2 million cubic feet 

9. February 13, I960 


10. Michigan Wisconsin Pipeline Co Colorado 
Interstate Gas Co 

1. 80-15600/01541 
Z 35-129-20294-0000 

3.102 000 000 

4. Apache Corp 
a Vick #1-31 

a South Strong City 

7. Roger Mills OK 

8. 876.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Company 

1. 80-15601/01334 

2. 35-077-20163-0000 

3. 102 000 000 

4. Samson Resources Co 

5. Hall Unit No 1 
a Red Oak 

7. Latimer OK 
a 144.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13,1980 

10. Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co 

1. 80-15602/01598 

Z 35-063-20005-0000 

3.103 000 000 
a Jet Oil Co 

a Howland #4 
a S E Russell 

7. Logan OK 

8. 20.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Service Drilling Co 

1. 80-15603/01597 

2. 35-083-20682-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4 . Service Drilling Co 
a Nivens #3-5 

6. NE Russell 

7. Logan OK 

a 48.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Cities Service Gas Co 

1. 80-15604/00253 

2. 35-0121-20546-0000 

3. 102 000 000 

4. Samson Resources Co 

5. Lash Unit No 1—Spiro 
a South Kinta 

7. Pittsburg OK 
a 370.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co 
1. 80-15605/01289 

2.35- 007-00000-0000 
3.106 000 000 

4. Cactus Oil Co 

5. Reddick #1 

6. S W Elmwood 

7. Beaver OK 

a .0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

1. 80-15606/01604 

2. 35-063-20602-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Jet Oil Co 

5. State L-3 
a S E Russell 
7. Logan OK 

a 1.0 million cubic feet 
9. February 13,1980 
lO Service Drilling Co 
1.80-15607/01602 

2.35- 083-20929-0000 


3.103 000 000 

4. Jet Oil Co 

5. Howland #3 
a S E Russell 

7. Logan OK 

8. 20.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13,1980 

10. Service Drilling Co 
1. 80-15606/01601 

2.35- 063-20640-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Jet Oil Co 

5. State L-5 

8. S E Russell 
7. Logan OK 

a 10 million cubic feet 

9. February 13,1980 

10. Service Drilling Co 

1. 80-15609/01600 

2. 35-063-20752-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Jet Oil Co 

5. State L-2 
a S E Russell 
7. Logan OK 

8.1.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13,1980 

10. Service Drilling Co 
1. 80-15610/01599 

2.35- 063-20610-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Jet Oil Co 

5. Howland #1 

6. S E Russell 

7. Logan OK 

8. 20.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13,1980 

10. Service Drilling Co 

1. 00-15611/01008 

2. 35-083-20764-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Jet Oil Co 

5. Howland #2 

6. S E Russell 

7. Logan OK 

8. 20.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1960 

10. Service Drilling Co 
1.80-15612/01590 

2.35- 063-20935-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. )ct Oil Co 

5. State IrS 

6. S E Russell 

7. Logan OK 

8.1.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Service Drilling Co 

1. 80-15613/01596 

2. 35-083-20761-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. |et Oil Co 

5. Freudenberger #1 
a S E Russell 

7. Logan OK 

8. 5.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Service Drilling Co 

West Virginia Department of Mines OU and 
Gas Division 

1. Control number (F.EJl.C./State) 

2. API well number 

3. Section of NGPA 

4. Operator 
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5. Well name 

6. Field or OCS area name 

7. County. State or block no. 
ft. Estimated annual volume 

9. Date received at FERC 

10. Purchaser(s) 

1.80-15393 

2. 47-041-20931-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Hugh Spencer 
ft. Thomas C Kraus #3 

8. Freemans Creek 

7. Lewis WV 

a 3.5 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Carnegie Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-15394 

2.47- 043-01783-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Petroleum Technology Corp 
ft. PTC *i 

6 . Sulphur Spring Branch 

7. Lincoln WV 

8.12.4 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Columbia Gas Transmission Corp 

1. 80-15395 

2. 47-041-02154-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Norwes Industries Inc 

5. WHCox Heirs #1-NH 

6. Copley Field 

7. Lewis WV 

a 8.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Consolidated Cas Supply Corp 
1. 80-15396 

2.47- 041-02155-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Norwes Industries Inc 
ft. Martin McLaughlin *1-NH 
a Copley Field 

7. Lewis WV 

8.11.3 million cubic feet 

8. February 11.1980 

10. Consolidated Cas Supply Corp 

1. 80-15397 

2. 47-043-01829-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Petroleum Technology Corp 

5. PTC #2 

6. Sulphur Spring Branch 

7. Lincoln WV 

& 12.4 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Columbia Gas Transmission Corp 

1. 80-15398 

2. 47-043-01830-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Petroleum Technology Corp 

5. PTC #3 

0. Sulphur Spring Branch 
7. Lincoln WV 

6.12.4 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Columbia gas Transmission Corp 

1. 80-15399 

2. 47-021-01718-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Yale Oil Association Inc 
ft. Ida Shiflett *1 
a Clenville South 
7. Gilmer WV 
a 3.0 million cubic feet 
9. February 11.1980 


10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 

1.80- 15400 

2. 47-085-01137-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Carder Oil & Cas Co 

5. Carder Oil ft Cas *1234 #2 
a Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 
a 4.7 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Hope Natural Cas Co 

1.80- 15401 

2. 47-065-22191-0000 

3.106 000 000 

1CH Coalgate Gas Co 

ft. C H Coalgate Cas *2241 *1 

a Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 

a 3.5 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Hope Natural Cas Co 

1.80- 15402 

Z 47-085-22535-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. C H Coalgate Gas Co 
a C H Coalgate #2241 #2 
a Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 
a 3.5 million cubic feet 
9. February 11.1080 
ia Hope Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-15403 

Z 47-085-22714-0000 

a 108000000 
4. C H Coalgate Gas Co 
a C H Coalgate #2241 *3 
a Murphy District 
7. Ritchie WV 
a 3.5 million cubic feet 
9. February 11.1980 
ia Hope Natural Gas Co 

1.80- 15404 

2. 47-085-22225-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Mitchell Oil ft Gas Co 
a Mitchell Oil ft Cas #2273 #1 
a Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 

a 1.4 million cubic feet 
9. February 11.1980 
ia Hope Natural Cas Co 
1. 80-15405 
Z 47-085-22932-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Mitchell Oil ft Gas Co 

5. Mitchell Oil ft Cas #2273 #2 

8. Murphy District 
7. Ritchie WV 

8.14 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Hope Natural Cas Co 

1.80- 15408 

Z 47-065-23247-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. ND Wright Cas Co 

5. N D Wright Gas *3318 #1 
fl. Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 

6.1.1 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 
1. 80-15407 

Z 47-085-21271-0000 

3.108 000 000 


4. Bollinger Oil ft Gas Company 

5. Bollinger Oil ft Gas *1234 *1 
a Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 
a 18 million cubic feet 
9. February 11. I960 
ia Hope Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-15408 

2. 47-065-21323-0000 

a 106 000 000 

4. Evans Oil A Cas Co 

5. Evans Oil ft Gas #1344 #1 
a Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 
a 2.0 million cubic feet 
9. February 11.1900 
ia Hope Natural Gas Co 

1.80-15409 
Z 47-065-21337-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Evans Oil ft Cas Co 

5. Evans Oil ft Cas #1344 #2 
a Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 

a 20 million cubic feet 
9. February 11.1980 
ia Hope Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-15410 

2. 47-085-21188-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. C H Drake Gas Co 

ft. C H Drake Cas *1218 #1 

8. Murphy District 
7. Ritchie WV 

a 1.8 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Hope Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-15411 

2.47-085-21206-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Cox Heirs Oil ft Cas Co 

5. Cox Heirs Oil ft Gas *1234 No 1 
a Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 
a 1.1 million cubic feet 

9. February 11,1980 

10. Hope Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-15412 

Z 47-085-21224-0000 

a 106 000 000 

4. Cox Heirs Oil ft Gas Co 

a Cox Heirs Oil ft Cas *1234 #2 

6. Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 

a 1.1 million cubic feet 

9. February 11,1980 

10. Hope Natural Cas Co 
1. 80-15413 

Z 47-085-21296-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Cox Heirs Oil ft Gas Co 

ft. Cox Heirs Oil ft Gas *1234 *3 

a Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 

a 1.1 million cubic feet 

9. February 11,1980 

10. Hope Natural Cas Co 

1.80-15414 

Z 47-085-21251-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Gregg Heirs Oil ft Cas Co 
a Gregg Heirs Oil ft Gas *1234 #1 
a Murphy District 
7. Ritchie WV 
a 3.0 million cubic feet 
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9. February It. 1980 

10. Hope Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-15415 

2. 47-085-22897-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Mather* Oil A Gas Co 

5. Mathers Oil A Gas *2803 *1 

6. Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 

8.3.5 million cubic feet 
9. February It. 1980 
10 Hope Natural Gas Co 

1.80-15416 
Z. 47-085-23284-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. N D Wright Gas Co 

5. N D Wright Gas #3318 #2 

8. Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 

8. t.t million cubic feet 

9. February 11,1900 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 

1. 80-15417 

2. 47-065-21885-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. | C Cunningham Gas Co 

5. j C Cunningham Gas #1914 #1 
0. Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 

8. 2.5 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Hope Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-15418 

2. 47-017-21621-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Hugh Spencer 

5. | A Polan #1 

6. New Milton 

7. Doddridge WV 

a 2.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Carnegie Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-15419 

2. 47-085-22162-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4.1C Cunningham Gas Co 

5. | C Cunningham Gas #1914 #2 

6 Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 

a 2.4 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Hope Natural Gas Co 
1 80-15420 

2.47- 085-21122-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Carder Oil A Gas Co 

5. Carder Oil A Gas #1234 #1 
a Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 
a 4.7 million cubic feel 
9. February tt. 1980 
ia Hope NatursJ Gas Co 
1. 80-15421 
Z 47-021-22951-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Franklin Adkins 

5. Gainer #2 

6. Dekalb 

7. Gilmer WV 

8.12.5 million cubic feet 
9. February 11.1980 
ia Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 
180-15422 

2.47- 021-22367-0000 


3.108 000 000 

4 . Franklin Adkins 

5. Boylen *1 
a Dekalb 

7. Gilmer WV 

a 9.1 million cubic feet 

9. February 11,1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 
1. 80-15423 

2.47-013-22492-0000 

3.108 000 000 
4. Franklin Adkins 
a Bennett #3 

8, Washington 

7. Calhoun WV 

8. 4.5 million cubic feet 
fl. February 11.1980 

10. Consolidated Caa Supply Corp 

1. 80-15424 

2. 47-015-22488-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Franklin Adkins 
a Bennett 1-A 
a Washington 
7. Calhoun WV 
a 9.8 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 

1. 80-15425 

2. 47-085-02987-0000 
a 108 000 000 

4. Mathers Oil A Gas Co 
a Mathers Oil A Gas #2803 #2 
a Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 

8. 3.5 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Hope Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-15428 

2. 47-172-01473-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. W H Mossor 
a Gaskins #1 
a Bernard Gaskins 
7. Doddridge WV 
a 40 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Equitable Gas Co 

1. 80-15427 

2. 47-021-21095-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. W H Mossor 

5. Beall #1 

a Beall Gas Co 
7. Gilmer WV 
a 2.2 million cubic feet 

9. February 11,1980 

10. Equitable Gas Co 

1. 80-15428 

2. 47-021-21102-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. W H Mossor 
a Beall #2 
a Beall Gas Co 
7. Gilmer WV 
a 2.2 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Equitable Gas Co 

1. 80-15429 

2. 47-021-21480-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. W H Mossor 

5. Boilon *1 

a Boilon Gas Co 
7. Gilmer WV 


a .4 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Equitable Gas Co 
1. 80-15430 

2.47- 085-22039-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. W H Mossor 
a Brannon 
a Brannon Gas Co 
7. Ritchie WV 
a 2.5 million cubic feet 

9. February 11,1980 

10. Equitable Gas Co 

1. 00-15431 

2. 47-085-22091-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. W H Mossor 

5. Brannon *2 

a Brannon Gas Co 
7. Ritchie WV 
a 2.5 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Equitable Gas Co 

1. 80-15432 

2. 47-085-22241-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. W H Mossor 

5. Joe Goff #1 

6. joe Goff 

7. Ritchie WV 

8.15 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1900 

10. Equitable Gas Co 

1. 80-15433 

2, 47-085-22974-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. W H Mossor 

5. Berdine #2 

a Berdine Gas Co 
7. Ritchie WV 
a 1.8 million cubic feet 

9. February 11, I960 

10. Equitable Gas Co 
1. 80-15434 

2.47- 039-01794-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. P A S Oil A Gas Corp 

5. A Boyd Pritchard #2 
a Kelley Creek Dist 

7. Kanawha WV 
a 4.9 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Industrial Gas Corp 

1. 00-15435 

2. 47-065-21393-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Johnston Oil A Gas Co 
a johnston Oil A Gas #1437 #1 
a Murphy District 
7. Ritchie WV 
a 2 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Hope Natural Gas Co 

1.80- 15436 

2. 47-085-21931-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. B F Hildreth Gas Co 

5. B F Hildreth Gas #1914 #1 

6. Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 

a .9 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Hope Natural Gas Co 

1.80- 15437 
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2. 47-06S-21JA3-0000 
3.108 000 000 

4. Hamson Evans Gas Co 

5. Harrison Evans Gas #1416 #1 

6. Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 

8.1.8 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Hope Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-15438 

2. 47-065-21374-0000 
3.108 000 000 

4. Harrison Evans Gas Co 

5. Harrison Evans Gas #1416 #2 

8. Murphy District 
7. Ritchie WV 

a 1.8 million cubic feet 

9. February 11,1980 

10. Hope Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-15439 

2. 47-085-21632-0000 
3.108 000 000 

4. Harrison Evans Gas Co 
5 Harrison Evans Gbs #1416 #3 
a Murphy District 
7. Ritchie WV 
a 1.8 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Hope Natural Gas Co 

1.80- 15440 

2. 47-065-23287-0000 
3.108 000 000 

4. Frank McGill Gas Co 

5. Frank McGill Gas #3431 #1 

6. Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 

a .8 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 

1.80- 15441 

2. 47-065-23268-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Frank McGill Gas Co 

a Frank McGill Gas #3431 #2 

fl. Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 

a .8 million cubic feet 

a February 11.1980 

ia Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 

1. 80-15442 

2. 47-065-22707-0000 
3.106 000 000 

4. McIntyre Oil & Gas Co 

5. McIntyre Oil ft Gas #2803 #1 

6. Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 

a 4.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Hope Natural Gas Company 

1. 80-15443 
2.47-065-21315-0000 
3.108 000 000 

4. McCormick Oil ft Gas Co 

5. McCormick Oil ft Gas #1340 #1 
a Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 
a .4 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Hope Natural Gas Company 

1 ftfUl 

2. 47-065-23059-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. S S Gill Gas Co 

5. S S Gill Gas #3149 #1 
a Murphy District 


7. Ritchie WV 

8. 3.8 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 

1. 80-15445 
2.47-065-23095-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. S S Gill Gas Co 

5. S S Cill Gas #3149 #2 

8. Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 

a 3.8 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 

1.80- 15446 

2. 47-085-23292-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. RB Gill Gas Co 

5. R B GUI Gas #3414 #1 
a Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 

8. 7.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 

1.80- 15447 

Z 47-085-22702-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. C A Gill Gas Co 

5. C A Gill Gas #2803 #1 
a Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 

a 2.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 11,1900 

10. Hope Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-15448 

Z 47-065-23881-0000 

3.106 000 000 
4. C A GUI Gas Co 
a C A Gill Gas #2803 #2 

8. Murphy District 

7. Ritchie WV 

a 2.3 mUlion cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Hope Natural Gas Co 

1.80- 15534 

Z 47-107-00659-0000 

3.108 000 000 denied 

4. Big B Drilling Co Inc 

5. Letha Bungard #3 
a Clay District 

7. Wood WV 
a X) million cubic feet 
9. February 13,1980 

ia Consolidated Cas Supply Corp Quaker 
State Oil Refining Corp 

1.80- 15535 

Z 47-107-00655-0000 
a 108 000 000 denied 

4. Big B Drilling Co Inc 

5. William Marks #1 

6. Clay District 

7. Wood WV 

a .0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 
1. 80-15538 

Z 47-107-00651-0000 

3.108 000 000 denied 

4. Big B Drilling Co Inc 

5. C | Yoho #2 
a Clay District 
7. Wood WV 

a .0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13,1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 


1.80- 15537 

Z 47-107-00650-0000 

3.108 000 000 denied 

4. Big B Drilling Co Inc 

5. C | Yoho #1 
a Clay District 
7. Wood WV 

a .0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13,1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 

1.80- 15538 

2. 47-083-00164-0000 
3.103 000 000 denied 

4. Allegheny Land ft Mineral Co 

5. A-506 

a Roaring Creek District 

7. Randolph WV 

a 35.7 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Columbia Gas Transmission Corp 

1.80- 15539 

Z 47-107-00610-0000 

3.106 000 000 denied 

4. Big B Drilling Co Inc 

5. Letha Bungard #1 

8. Clay District 

7. Wood WV 

a .0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13,1960 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp Quaker 
State Oil Refining Corp 

1. 80-15540 
Z 47-083-00188-0000 
3.103 000 000 denied 
4. Allegheny Land ft Mineral Co 
a A-510 

8. Middle Fork District 
7. Randolph WV 

a 30.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1960 

ia Columbia Cas Transmission Corp 

1. 80-15541 

2. 47-017-21518-0000 
3.100 000 000 

4. Hugh Spencer 
a Donald Grimm #1 
a Southwest District 

7. Doddridge WV 

8. 2.8 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Equitable Gas Co 

1.80- 15542 

2. 47-017-21211-0000 

3.106 000 000 
4. Hugh Spencer 
a W R Smith #5 
a Central District 
7. Doddridge WV 
a .7 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Equitable Gas Co 
1. 80-15543 

Z 47-017-21435-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Hugh Spencer 

5. W R Smith #7 
0. Central District 

7. Doddridge WV 

8. .7 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Equitable Cas Co 
1. 80-15544 

Z 47-017-21459-0000 

3.108 000 000 
4. Hugh Spencer 
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5. Sophia Hileman #1 
ft Southwest District 

7. Doddridge WV 
ft. 2.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Equitable Gas Co 

1. 80-15545 

2. 47-013-00778-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. George Jackson 

5. SR Cook #1 

ft. Sherman District 

7. Calhoun WV 

ft. 2.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 
1.00-15546 

2. 47-013-00652-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. George Jackson 

5. Scott-Bennett *1 
ft Sherman District 
7. Calhoun WV 

ft 2.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 

1. 00-15547 

2. 47-017-00227-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. George Jackson 

5. Frank Maxwell HRS #1 

6. New Milton District 

7. Doddridge WV 

8. 8 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 
1. 80-15546 

2 47-017-00228-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. George Jackson 
ft J H Lowther *1 
ft New Milton District 
7. Doddridge WV 
ft. 2.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 

1.80-15549 

2.47-017-00240-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. George Jackson 

5. Iva Windon #1 

ft. New Milton District 

7. Doddridge WV 

8. .1 million cubic feet 

9. February 13. I960 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 

1. 80-15550 

2. 47-017-00281-0000 

3 108 000 000 

4. George Jackson 

5. GP Bartlett HRS #2 
ft New Milton District 

7. Doddridge WV 

8. 2.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13,1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 

1 80-15551 

2 47-017-00592-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. George Jackson 

5. Denver Cox #1 

ft New Milton District 
7. Doddridge WV 
ft 1.0 million cubic feet 
9. February 13,1980 


10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 

1.80-15552 
2 47-017-00663-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. George Jackson 

5. Denver Cox #2 

6. New Milton District 

7. Doddridge WV 

ft 1.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 
1. 00-15553 

2 47-017-00751-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. George Jackson 

5. Denver Cox #3 

0. New Milton District 

7. Doddridge WV 

8. .2 million cubic feet 

9. February 13,1960 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 
2 80-15554 

2 47-017-00844-0000 

3.108 000 000 
4. George Jackson 
ft James A. Hoskinson #1 

6. Grant District 

7. Doddridge WV 

8. 3 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13,1900 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 
1.00-15555 

2 47-017-00971-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. George Jackson 

5. Bonita Fling *2 

ft New Milton District 
7. Doddridge WV 
ft 1.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 
1. 80-15556 

2 47-017-00876-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. George Jackson 

5. Bonita Fling #1 

6. New Milton District 

7. Doddridge WV 

ft 1.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 
1. 80-15557 

2 47-013-02881-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. United Petro Ltd 

ft Tell McDonald *1-UPL 

ft Sycamore-Millstone 

7. Calhoun WV 

ft 5.7 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 

1.80-15558 

2 47-017-00896-0000 

3.108 000 000 
4. George Jackson 
ft J H Lowther HRS #2 

6. New Milton District 

7. Doddridge WV 

ft 1.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1900 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 
1. 00-15559 

2 47-017-00890-0000 

3.106 000 000 


4. George Jackson 

5. V B Lowther HRS #3 
0. New Milton District 

. 7. Doddridge WV 
8.1.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13, I960 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 

1.80- 15580 

2 47-017-00952-0000 

3.108 000 000 
4. George Jackson 
ft J H Lowther HRS #4 
ft New Milton District 
7. Doddridge WV 
ft 1.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13,1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 

1. 80-15581 

2 47-017-01000-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. George Jackson 

5. J H Lowther HRS #5 
ft New Milton District 
7. Doddridge WV 

ft 1.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13,1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 

1.80- 15562 

2 47-085-23670-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Delaware Valley Oil & Gas Assoc 

5. A F Mullenax *1 
ft Adds Run 

7. Ritchie WV 

ft 26 million cubic feet 

ft February 18 1900 

10. Carnegie Natural Gas Co 

1.80- 15563 

2. 47-085-23766-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Red Oak Oil & Gas Assoc 

5. R Sweet *1 

ft Wolf Penn Run 

7. Ritchie WV 

ft 1.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1900 

10. Carnegie Natural Gas Co 
L 00-15564 

2 47-017-21734-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Penn Jersey Oil & Gas Assoc 

5. Virgil Thorn *1 
ft Pike Fork 

7. Doddridge WV 

8.6.8 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp 
1. 80-15565 

2 47-065-21581-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Penn Jersey Oil ft Gas Assoc 

5. Harry A Simon #2 

8. Wolf Pen Run 
7. Ritchie WV 

ft .3 million cubic feet 

9. February 1ft 1980 

10. Carnegie Natural Gas Co 
1. 60-15566 

2 47-017-21754-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4 . Penn Jersey Oil ft Gas Assoc 

5. C F Coffman #2 
ft Pike Fork 

7. Doddridge WV 
ft ftl million cubic feet 
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0. February 13.1980 

10. Carnegie Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-15567 

2. 47-085-23536-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Penn Jersey Oil 6 Gas Assoc 

5. G Exline #1 

6. Walnut Run-Wolf Penn 

7. Ritchie. WV 

a 1.1 million cubic feet 

9. February 13,1980 

10. Carnegie Natural Gas Co 

1.80- 15568 

2. 47-085-23653-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Joemar Oil & Gas Assoc 

5. James Mitchell #1 
a Wolf Pen Run 

7. Ritchie. WV 

8.1.1 million cubic feet 

9. February 13,1980 

10. Carnegie Natural Gas Co 

1.80- 15569 

2. 47-085-23545-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Penn Jersey Oil & Gas Assoc 

5. G Mitchell #1 

8. Hardbarger Run 

7. Ritchie. WV 

6.1.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Carnegie Natural Gas Co 

1.80- 15570 

2. 47-017-21749-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Penn Jersey Oil ft Gas Assoc 

6. O E Coffman #2 

8. Pike Fork 

7. Doddridge. WV 

8. 6.1 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Carnegie Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-15571 

2. 47-045-00051-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Southeastern Gas Co 

5. Winifred Covey *782 

6. Logan 

7. Logan. WV 

8.1.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Pennzoti Co 

1. 80-15572 

2. 47-041-02129-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Braxton Oil ft Gas Corp 

5. Allman No 1 

6. Lorcntz 

7. Lewis, WV 

8. .0 million cubic feet 
0. February 13,1900 
10. Equitable Gas Co 
1. 00-15573 

Z 47-017-01510-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Robert Weeks 

5. Czigans Well *3 

6. Auburn 

7. Doddridge. WV 

8.1.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Consolidated Cas Supply Corp 
1. 00-15574 

Z 47-013-20329-0000 


3.108 000 000 

4. Southeastern Gas Co 

5. J R Roberts #771 

6. Lee 

7. Calhoun, WV 

8.1.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Columbia Cas Trans Corp 

1. 80-15575 

2. 47-099-20110-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Southeastern Cas Co 

5. Frank Marcum #780 

6. Lincoln 

7. Wayne. WV 

& 4.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Columbia Gas Trans Corp 
1. 80-15578 

Z 47-099-20283-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Southeastern Cas Co 

5. S E Fuller #795 

6. Lincoln 

7. Wayne, WV 

0.6.9 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1960 

10. Columbia Cas Trans Corp 
1. 80-15577 

Z 47-015-20410-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Southeastern Gas Co 

5. Mark C King #T-68 

6. Buffalo 

7. Clay. WV 

A 19 million cubic feet 

9. February 13,1960 

10. Equitable Gas Co 

1.80-15578 

Z 47-015-20413-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Southeastern Cas Co 

5. Mark C King #T-70 

6. Buffalo 

7. Cloy. WV 

8.1.9 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Equitable Cas Co 
1. 00-15579 

Z 47-039-02734-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Ray Resources Corp 

5. Queen Land Co #575 

8. Elk District 

7. Kanawbs, WV 

8. .5 million cubic feet 

9. February 13,1960 

10. Columbia Cas Trans Corp 
1. 00-15560 

Z 47-039-02737-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Ray Resources Corp 

5. Louisa Updegraft #583 

6. Big Sandy 

7. Kanawba. WV 

8.4.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1960 

10. Columbia Cas Trans Corp 
1. 00-15581 

Z 47-039-02741-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Ray Resources Corp 

5. Sparr-Kennedy #580 

6. Elk Dist 

7. Kanawba, WV 


8.15.5 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Columbia Gas Trans Corp 

1. 00-15582 

Z 47-039-02738-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Ray Resources Corp 

5. Louisa Updegraft #592 
8 Elk Dist 

7. Kanawba. WV 

8. 4.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Columbia Cas Trans Corp 

1.80- 15583 

2. 47-039-02740-0000 

3. 106 000 000 

4. Ray Resources Corp 

5. Sparr-Kennedy #579 

6. Elk District 

7. Kanawba. WV 

8 15.5 million cubic feet 
0. February 13,1980 
10. Columbia Cas Trans Corp 
1. 80-15584 
Z 47-013-20143-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Okmar Oil Co 

5. Ellen B Yoak #2 
a Sheridan District 
7. Calhoun, WV 

a 1.8 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Cabot Corp 

1.80- 15585 

Z 47-039-02731-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Ray Resources Corp 

a Union Carbide #572 

a Elk Dist 

7. Kanawba. WV 

6.6.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

lO Columbia Gas Trans Corp 

1.00-15586 

2.47-105-00722-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Ray Resources Corp 

a McConaughy-Roberts #770 

a Burning Springs 

7. Wirt WV 

a 15.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1960 

10. Columbia Cas Trans Corp 
1. 80-15587 

Z 47-105-00724-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Ray Resources Corp 

5. McConaughy-Roberts #773 
a Burning Springs 

7. Wirt. WV 
a 15X3 million cubic feet 
a February 13. I960 
10. Columbia Cas Trans Corp 

1. 80-15588 

2. 47-105-00728-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Ray Resources Corp 

5. McConaughy-Roberts #778 

6. Burning Springs 

7. Wirt. WV 

a 15.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Columbia Cas Trans Corp 
1. 80-15589 
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2. 47-105-00729-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Ray Resources Corp 

5. McConsughy-Roherts *777 

6. Burning Springs 

7. Wirt. WV 

8.15.0 million cubic feet 

0. February 13,1980 

10. Columbia Gas Trans Corp 

1.80- 15590 

2. 47-013-20124-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Okmar Oil Co 

5. W A Moore #1 

6. Sheridan District 

7. Calhoun. WV 

8.1.1 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Cabot Corp 

1.80- 15591 

2. 47-013-20128-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Okmar Oil Co 

5. Ellen B Yoak *1 

6. Sheridan District 

7. Calhoun. WV 

8.1.8 million cubic feet 

9. February 13.1980 

10. Cabot Corp 
1. 80-15592 

Z 47-085-23702-0000 
3.106 000 000 

4. Blue Star Oil & Gas Assoc 

5. W A Crane #1 
8 Wolf Pen Run 
7. Ritchie. WV 

8 3.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 13,1980 

10. Carnegie Natural Gas Co 
1. BO-15593 

Z 47-085-23570-0000 
3.106 000 000 

4? Garden State Oil A Gas Assoc 
5. C O Dennison #1 
8 Slab Creek 
7. Ritchie. WV 

8.4.8 million cubic feet 

9. February 13,1980 

10. Carnegie Natural Gas Co 

United States Geological Survey, Metairie. 
Louisiana 

1. Control number (F.E.R.C./State) 

2. API well number 

3. Section of NGPA 

4. Operator 

5. Well name 

8 Field or OCS area name 
7. County, State or block No. 

8 Estimated annual volume 

9. Date received at FERC 

10. Purchasers) 

1. 8O-15453/C9-083 
2- 17-709-40311-OODl-l 

3.102 000 000 

4. Pennzoil Co 

5. Pennzoil Co No A-9 
8 Eugene Island 

7.281 

8 2737A million cubic feet 

9 February 11.1980 

10. Sea Robin Pipeline Co. Southern Natural 
Gas Co. Transcontinental Gas Pipeline Co, 
United Gat P/L; Northern Natural 
1. 80-15454/G9-984 


2.17- 709-40311-OOD2-2 

3.102 000 000 

4. Pennzoil Co 

5. Pennzoil Co No A-9D 
8 Eugene Island 

7.281 

8 2190.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Sea Robin Pipeline Co. Southern Natural 
Gas Co, Transcontinental Gas Pipeline Co, 
United Gas P/L Northern Natural 

1. 80-15455/G9-985 
Z 17-7O9-4O3O8-O0D1-O 

3. 102 000 000 

4. Pennzoil Co 

5. Pennzoil Co No A-8 
8 Eugene Island 

7. 281 

8. 2053X1 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Sea Robin Pipeline Co, Southern Natural 
Gas Co. Transcontinental Gas Pipeline Co, 
United Gas P/L Northern Natural 

1. 80-15456/G 9-988 
Z 17-709—40334-OODl-l 

3.102 000 000 

4. Pennzoil Co 

5. Pennzoil Co No A-13 
8 Eugene Island 

7.281 

8 2320.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Sea Robin Pipeline Co. Southern Natural 
Gas Co, Transcontinental Gas Pipeline Co, 
United Gas P/L Northern Natural 

1. 80-15457/G9-987 
Z 17-709-40334-O0D2-2 

3.102 000 000 

4. Pennzoil Co 

5. Pennzoil Co No A-13D 

6. Eugene Island 

7.281 

8 1740.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Sea Robin Pipeline Co. Southern Natural 
Gas Co. Transcontinental Gas Pipeline Co, 
United Gas P/L Northern Natural 

1. 80-15458/G9-990 
Z 17-709-4O322-00D3-3 

3.102 000 000 

4. Pennzoil Co 

5. Pennzoil Co No A-10A 
8 Eugene Island 

7.281 

8 1450.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 11,1980 

10. Sea Robin Pipeline Co. Southern Natural 
Gas Co, Transcontinental Gas Pipeline Co, 
United Gas P/L Northern Natural 

1. 80-15459/G9-991 

2.17- 7O9-40322-O0D1-1 

3.102 000 000 

4. Pennzoil Co 

5. Pennzoil Co No A-10 
8 Eugene Island 
7.261 

8 1095.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Sea Robin Pipeline Co. Southern Natural 
Gas Co, Transcontinental Gas Pipeline Co, 
United Gas P/L Northern Natural 

1. 80-15400/G9-992 
Z 17-7O9-4O3222-O0D2-2 

3.102 000 000 
4. Pennzoil Co 


5. Pennzoil Co No A-10O 
8 Eugene bland 

7. 281 

8. 2400.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 11,1980 

10. Sea Robin Pipeline Co Southern Natural 
Gas Co Transcontinental Gas Pipeline Co 
United Gas P/L Northern Natural 

1. 80-15461/C9-994 

2.17- 709-40289-00Dl-0 

3.102 000 000 

4. Pennzoil Co 

5. Pennzoil Co A-4 
8 Eugene bland 

7. 281 

8 821.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Sea Robin Pipeline Co Southern Natural 
Gas Co Transcontinental Cas Pipeline Co 
United Cas P/L Northern Natural 

1. 80-15462/C9-995 
Z 17-709^10299-0002-0 

3.102 000 000 

4. Pennzoil Co 

5. Pennzoii Co No A-7D 
8 Eugene bland 
7.261 

8.1090.0 million cubic feet 
8 February 11,1980 

10. Sea Robin Pipeline Co Southern Natural 
Cas Co Transcontinental Cas Pipeline Co 
United Cas P/L Northern Natural 
1. 80-15463/C9-1Q24 

2.17- 706-40362-0002-2 

3.102 000 000 

4. Cng Producing Co 

5. B-12D2 

6. Vermilion 

7. 313 

8 1168.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 11,1980 

10. Consolidated Cas Supply Corp Columbia 
Cas Transmission Corp 

1. 80-15464/G9-1Q25 

2.17- 706-40362-00D3-3 

3.102 000 000 

4. Cng Producing Co 

5. B-13D3 Alt 
8 Vermilion 
7. 313 

8 234.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 11,1980 

10. Consolidated Cas Supply Corp Columbia 
Gas Transmission Corp 

1. 88-15465/G9-1031 
Z 17-706-40281-OODl-1 

3.102 000 000 

4. Cng Producing Co 

5. B-lDl 

8 Vermilion 
7. 313 

8 1752.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Consolidated Cas Supply Corp Columbia 
Cas Transmission Corp 

1. 80-15466/G9-1032 
Z 17-706-40281-OOD2-2 

3.102 000 000 

4. Cng Producing Co 

5. B-1D2 

8 Vermilion 
7. 313 

8 48 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 11,1980 

10. Consolidated Cas Supply Corp Columbia 
Gas Transmission Corp 
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t. 80-15467/C9-1033 
2.17-706-40281-00D3-3 

3.102 000 000 

4. Cng Producing Co 

5. B-1D3 (All) 

6. Vermilion 
7.313 

8.1168 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 11,1980 

10. Consolidated Gas Supply Corp Columbia 
Gas Transmission Corp 

1. Control number (F.R.R.G/State) 

2. API well number 

3. Section of NGPA 

4. Operator 

5. Well name 

8. Field or OCS area name 

7. County, state or block No. 

8. Estimated annual volume 

9. Date received at FERC 

10. Purchasers) 

1. 80-15450/C9-027 

2. 42-709-40242-0000-0 

3.102 000 000 

4. Mobil Oil Corp 

5. C-lfl 

8. High Island South addition 

7. A-572 

8. 584.0 million cubic feet 

9. February It, 1980 

10. Natural Gas Pipeline Co of America 
Transcontinental Gas Pipeline Texas Gas 
Transmission Michigan-Wisconsin Pipeline 
Co 

1. 80-15451/G9-929 

2. 42-700-40193-0000-0 

3.102 000 000 

4. Mobil Oil Corp 

5. C-8 

6. High Island South addition 

7. A-572 

8. 949.0 million cubic feet 

9. February It. 1980 

10. Natural Gas Pipeline Co of America 
Transcontinental Gas Pipeline Texas Gas 
Transmission Corp Michigan-Wisconsin 
Pipeline Co 

1 80-15452/G9-930 

2. 42-709-40217-0100-0 

3. 102 000 000 

4. Mobil Oil Corp 

5. C-14 

6. High Island South addition 

7. A-572 

8. 5475.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 11.1980 

10. Natural Gas Pipeline Co of America 
Transcontinental Gas Pipeline Texas Gas 
Transmission Corp Michigan-Wisconsin 
Pipeline Co 

The applications for determination in 
these proceedings together with a copy 
or description of other materials in the 
record on which such determinations 
were made are available for inspection, 
except to the extent such material is 
treated as confidential under 18 CFR 
275.206. at the Commission's Office of 
Public Information. Room 1000. 825 
North Capitol Street. NE., Washington. 
D.C. 20428. 

Persons objecting to any of these final 
determinations may, in accordance with 


18 CFR 275.203 and 18 CFR 275.204, file a 
protest with the Commission April 4 , 
1980. 

Please reference the FERC control 
number in all correspondence related to 
these determinations. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretory. 

(TO Doc tt-SSIJ Filed MS cm) 

SILLING COOC M50-4S-M 


(No. 1621 

Determinations by Jurisdictional 
Agencies Under the Natural Gas Policy 
Act of 1978 

March 13.1980. 

The Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission received notices from the 
jurisdictional agencies listed below of 
determinations pursuant to 18 CFR 
274.104 and applicable to the indicated 
wells pursuant to the Natural Gas Policy 
Act of 197a 

Texas Railroad Commission. Oil and Cat 
Division 

1. Control Number (F.E.R.C./State) 

2 API Well Number 

3. Section of NGPA 

4. Operator 

5. Well Name 

8. Field or OCS Area Name 

7. County. State or Block No. 

8. Estimated annual volume 

9. Date received at FERC 

10. Purchaser(s) 

1. 80-16385/03782 

2 42-135-05828-0000 
3.106 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. GS Adobe Unit 3808 (18713) 
a Goldsmith (5600) 

7. Ector TX 
8 .3 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 
1. 60-16366/03781 

2 42-135-03671-0000 
3.106 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. GS Adobe Unit NO 1203 (18713) 

6. Goldsmith (5600) 

7. Ector TX 

8.10 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. Shell Oil Co 
1. 80-16367/03760 

2 42-135-30624-0000 
2108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. GS Adobe Unit 1709 (18713) 
a Goldsmith (5800) 

7. Ector TX 
a .5 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-16388/03756 

2. 42-371-00000-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. C & K Petroleum Inc 


5, Jasper County School Land A NO 1 
a BMH (Devonian) 

7. Pecos TX 

8.60.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. Northern Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-16369/03726 

2 42-135-02723-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

2 G S Andector Unit U-15 (21193) 

a Goldsmith (Clearfork) 

7. Ector TX 

a 7.2 million cubic feet 
2 February 25.1980 
10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-16370/03706 
2 42-135-02866-0000 
2108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. G S Andector Unit T-11 (21193) 

6. Goldsmith (Clearfork) 

7. Ector TX 

8. 8 8 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-18371/03689 

2 42-135-03166-0000 
2108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. GS Andector Unit F-l (21193) 
a Goldsmith (Clearfork) 

7. Ector TX 

a 9.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-18372/03088 

2. 42-135-03197-0000 
2 108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. GS Andector Unit &-5 (21193) 
a Goldsmith (Clearfork) 

7. Ector TX 

a 7.7 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 
1. 80-16373/03684 

2 42-003-04505-0000 
2 106 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. Embar-B NO 8 (19710) 

a Goldsmith North (San Andres-Con) 
7. Andrews TX 
a 18.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-16374/03667 

2 42-135-05756-0000 
2 108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. GS Adobe Unit 4102 (18713) 

6. Goldsmith (5600) 

7. Ector TX 

a 2.4 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-16375/03664 

2 42-135-03122-0000 
2 108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. C S Andector Unit P-7 (21193) 

6. Goldsmith (Clearfork) 

7. Ector TX 

6. 7.0 million cubic feet 
9. February 25,1960 
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10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-18378/03659 

Z 42-285-31226-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Highland Resources Inc 

5. Brushy Creek Gas Unit #8 

6. Brushy Creek (4800) 

7. Lavaca TX 

8. 300.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Texas Eastern Transmission Corp 
1 00-16377/03857 

2. 42-285-31309-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Highland Resources Inc 

5. Brushy Creek Gas Unit #7 

6. Brushy Creek (Yegua 4700) 

7. Lavaca TX 

8 300.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Texas Eastern Transmission Corp 
1. 80-16378/03647 

2.42-135-00392-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. GS Andector Unit E-13 (21193) 

6. Goldsmith (Clearfork) 

7. Ector TX 

8.12.8 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-18379/03845 

2. 42-003-04524-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. Embar-B NO 28 (08789) 

8. Goldsmith (5600) 

7. Andrews TX 

8 13.5 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-16380/03842 

2. 42-135-02829-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 
5 GS Andector Unit F-4 (21193) 

6. Goldsmith (Clearfork) 

7. Ector TX 

8. 5.8 million cubic feet 

9. February 25. I960 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-18381/03640 

2. 42-003-10500-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. Embar-B NO 35 (19710) 

6. Goldsmith North (San Andres-Cons) 

7. Andrews TX 

8.15.7 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-18382/03639 

t 42-003-04522-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. Embar-B NO 24 (08760) 

6. Goldsmith (5600) 

7. Andrews TX 

8 11.7 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-18383/03586 

2- 42-103-31873-0000 

3.103 000 000 


4. General American Oil Co of Texas 

5. Central Dune Unit *1020 

6. Dune 

7. Crane TX 

8.41.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. Warren Petroleum Co Phillips Petroleum 
Co 

1. 80-16384/03585 
Z 42-103-31924-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. General American Oil Co of Texas 

5, Central Dune Unit #1023 

8. Dune 

7. Crane TX 

6 37.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Warren Petroleum Co Phillips Petroleum 
Co 

1. 00-16385/03368 

2. 42-357-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. Rogers-D NO 2 
a S E Share 

7. Ochiltree TX 

8. 2.8 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Panhandle Eastern Pipeline Co 
1. 80-18388/03385 

Z 42-233-00000-6000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. Ranch E NO 11 

a Panhandle Hutchinson 
7. Hutchinson TX 
a 2 9 million cubic feet 

9, February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-16387/03197 

2.42- 233-00000-0000 
3.106 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5, Thompson F NO 2 

a Panhandle-Hutchinson 
7. Hutchinson TX 
a 3 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-18388/03142 

2.42- 665-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 
a Ell NO 1 
a Panhandle West 
7. Carson TX 
a 4.5 million cubic feet 

9. February 25, I960 

10. Getty Oil Co 
1. 80-18389/03118 

Z 42-435-31003-0028 

3.108 000 000 

4. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

5. Halbert #3 

6. Sonora (Canyon upper) 

7. Sutton TX 

a 24.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1960 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-16390/03083 

2. 42-667-28156-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

5. Magnolia 1 

a Panhandle East 


7. Collingsworth TX 
a 23.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-18391/03364 

Z 42-233-60000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. Ranch E N010 

6. Panhandle Hutchinson 

7. Hutchinson TX 

a .2 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

ia El Paso Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-18392/03058 
Z 42-195-30836-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Yucca Petroleum Co 

5. A R Henderson NO 3-82 TRC #76661 

6. Hansford N (Morrow low pressure) 

7. Hansford TX 

8. 84.0 million cubic feet 
0. February 25,1980 

10. Northern Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-18393/03005 

2. 42-335-00757-0000 
3.106 000 000 

4. Energy Reserves Croup Inc 

8.1 A Thompson #7 
a East Riverside 

7. Nueces County TX 

8. 3.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co 

1. 80-18394/02910 

2. 42-105-32163-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Wendell W Iverson 

5. ) Bean 1-47 (80512) 

6. Don ham (Grayburg) 

7. Crockett TX 

a 50.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. Permian Corp 
1. 00-16395/02906 

Z 42-105-60000-6000 

3.103 000 000 
4 . Wagner & Brown 
a Miller-Hoover B Unit #1-8 

6. Ozena (Canyon Sand) 

7. Crockett TX 

a 3756 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Northern Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-16396/02892 

Z 42-335-00781-6000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Energy Reserves Croup Inc 

5.1 A Thompson #8 

6. East Riverside 

7. Nueces TX 

a 9.0 million cubic feel 

9. February 25,1980 

10. Tennessee Cas Pipeline Co 
1. 80-18397/02297 

2.42-079-30582-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Union Oil Co of California 
a Masten D #3 

8. Levelland (San Andres) 

7. Cochran TX 

8. ao million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-16398/02284 
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2. 42-341-30520-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Cat Producing Enterprises Inc 

5. Thompson 2-3 RO 

6. West Panhandle Red Cave 

7. Moore TX 

8. 2.0 million cubic feet 
0. February 25. 1980 

10. Colorado Interstate Gat Co 

1. 80-16399/02263 

2. 42-341-30507-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Cat Producing Enterprises Inc 

5. Thompson 2-2 RO 

6. West Panhandle Red Cave 

7. Moore TX 

8.1.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1960 

10. Colorado Interstate Cat Co 

Texas Railroad Commission. Oil and Gat 
Division 

1. 00-16400/02233 

2. 42-195-00000-0000 
3.106 000 000 

4. Patrick & Vaughn 

5. L N Noilner No 184-ID *22137 
0. Hansford North (Tonkawa) 

7. Hansford TX 

8. 20.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co 

1. 80-16401/01951 

2. 42—401-30671-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Mewboume Oil Co 

5. Crim *1 RRC ID *120050 

6. Henderson E (Travis Peak) 

7. Rusk TX 

& 70.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. United Cas Pipe Line Co 

1. 80-16402/01949 

2. 42-401-3067-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Mewboume Oil Co 

5. Roper *2 RRC ID #10016 

6. Henderson E (Travis Peak) 

7. Rusk TX 

a 10.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1960 

10. United Cas Pipe Line Co 

1. 80-16403/01940 

2. 42-357-30811-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Mewboume Oil Co 

5. Peckenpauch *1 

6. Share S E (Morrow Lower) 

7. Ochiltree TX 

8. 400.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co 
1. 80-16404/01937 

Z 42-357-30790-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Mewboume Oil Co 

5. Shannon *1 RRC ID #75155 

6. Northrup (Cleveland) 

7. Ochiltree TX 

8. 35.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 

1. 80-18405/01824 

2. 42-335-31292-0000 

3.103 000 000 


4. Sun Oil Co (Delaware) 

5. V T McCabe B No 26 

6. Jameson North (Strawn) 

7. Mitchell TX 

8. 70.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25. 1980 

10. Lone Star Cas Co 
1.80-16406/01769 

2.42- 123-30636-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. William Herbert Hunt Trust Estate 

5. Harold Meyer No 2-C (05522) 
a Ameckcville (Yegua 4870 E) 

7. Dewitt TX 

8. 22.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25, 1980 

10. Texas Eastern Transmission Carp 
1. 80-16407/01758 

Z 42-3f^.J0086-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Gulf Oil Carp 

5. LH. »‘t a I No 8 

6. W oi* tm (Cherry Canyon) 

7. Reevi'% TX 

8.180 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25. 1980 

10. Trar,*. western Pipeline Co 
1. 80-16408/02283 

2.42- 44^ 1281-0000 

3.103 Of** <J0 

4. John b Thompson Operating Inc 

5. Patter*.m Paul Unit #1 

6. Web* r !720) 

7. Victor i * TX 

8.128.0 miMion cubic feet 

9. February 25, 1980 

10. C B Gathering Inc 
1. 80-18409/03908 

Z 42-135-08445-0000 

a 108000000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. North Penwell Unit 139 (21556) 
a Penwell 

7. Ector TX 
a .7 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-16410/03842 

Z 42-079-30956-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Union Oil Co of California 

5. Masten C *3 

6. Leveiland (San Andres) 

7. Cochran TX 

8. 80.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 
1. 80-16411/03841 

Z 42-079-30985-0000 

a 103 oooooo 

4. Union Oil Co of California 

5. Masten A *15 

6. Leveiland (San Andres) 

7. Cochran TX 

a 18.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 
1. 80-16412/03806 

Z 42-079-30986-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Union Oil Co of California 
a Masten A *18 

6. Leveiland (San Andres) 

7. Cochran TX 

a 80.0 million cubic feet 


9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 

1. 80-16413/03805 

Z 42-079-30987-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Union Oil Co of California 

5. Masten A *17 

a Leveiland (San Andres) 

7. Cochran TX 

8. 73 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25. I960 

10. El Paso Notural Cas Co 
1.80-16414/03804 

2. 42-079-30957-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Union Oil Co of California 

5. Masten D #3 

6. Leveiland (San Andres) 

7. Cochran TX 

a 58.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-16415/03766 

2.42-135-05832-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. Goldsmith Adobe Unit #1402 (1871) 
a Goldsmith (5899) 

7. Ector TX 

8.1.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 2a 1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 
1. 80-16416/03764 

Z 42-135-03719-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

a GS Adobe Unit 4001 (18713) 

6. Goldsmith (5600) 

7. Ector TX 

8. 2.2 million cubic feet 

9. February 2a 1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-16417/03763 

Z 42-135-03749-0000 
3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. GS Adobe Unit 2002 (18713) 

6. Goldsmith (5800) 

7. Ector TX 

6. .3 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 
1. 80-16418/03920 

Z 42-123-30874-0000 

3.103 000 000 
4. Tenneco Oil Co 
a Annie Schellpeppcr No 2 
a South Cottonwood Creek 

7. Dewitt TX 

a JO million cubic feet 

9. February za 1980 

10 . 

1. 80-16419/03914 
Z 42-161-03644-0000 
3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. N Pembrook S UN 303 (03913) 

8. Spraberry (Trend Area) 

7. Upton TX 

8.1.4 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Northern Natural Cas Co 
1. 80-16420/03913 

Z 42-135-20300-0000 
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3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5 . North Pen well Unit 109 (21556) 

6 . Penweli 

7. Ector TX 

6. 2 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cat Co 

1. 60-16421/03912 

2. 42-135-05892-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. CS Adobe Unit 4303 (18713) 
a Goldsmith (5600) 

7. Ector TX 

a 1.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cat Co 

1. 80-16422/03910 

2. 42-135-05757-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. CS Adobe Unit 4103 (18713) 
a Goldsmith (5600) 

7. Ector TX 

8.1.1 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-16423/03909 

2. 42-135-06417-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 
& North Penweli Unit 129 (21556) 
a Penweli 
7. Ector TX 

6.4.0 million cubic feet 
9. February 25, I960 
10 El Paso Natural Gas Co 

1. 60-16424/03993 

2. 42-135-06439-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. North Penweli Unit 95 (21556) 
a Penweli 

7. Ector TX 

a 2 4 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-16425/03990 

2. 42-135-07276-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. North Penweli Unit 

8. Penweli 

7. Ector TX 

8. .5 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-16426/03967 

2. 42-083-00000-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Reserve Oil Inc 

5. Gay *2 RRC *72472 

6. Santa Anna Marble Falls 

7. Coleman TX 

8.31.7 million cubic feet 

9. February 25. I960 

10. Lone Star Gas Co 

1. 80-16427/03951 

2. 42-135-06421-0000 

3. 106 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. North Penweli Unit 104 (21556) 

6. Penweli 

7. Ector TX 


a 4.7 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-16428/03949 

2. 42-135-02423-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. CS Adobe Unit 3910 (18713) 

6. Goldsmith (5600) 

7. Ector TX 

6. .2 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-16429/03948 

2. 42-135-08694-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. GS Adobe Unit 41-4 (18713) 

6. Goldsmith (5600) 

7. Ector TX 

8.1.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 25, 1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-16430/03921 

2. 42-135-05827-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. GS Adobe Unit 3805 (18713) 
a Goldsmith (5600) 

7. Ector TX 
a .3 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-16431/04012 
2.42-461-01690-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. N Pembrook S UN 5902 (03913) 

6. Spraberry (Trend Area) 

7. Upton TX 

a 20 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Northern Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-16432/04011 

2. 42-003-04537-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. McKlnney-A No 2 (12290) 
a Bakke (Wolfcamp) 

7. Andrews TX 

8. 3.5 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. Northern Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-16433/04008 

2. 42-135-06446-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. North Penweli Unit 120 (21556) 
0. Penweli 

7. Ector TX 

8.1.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-16434/03994 

2. 42-135-20151-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. North Penweli Unit 99 (21S56) 

6. Penweli 

7. Ector TX 

6. 6.4 million cubic feet 

9. February 25. I960 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 
1.80-16435/04031 


2. 42-451-510119-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 
a Griffith-A No 5 (04094) 
a Atrice (Strewn 5020) 

7. Tom Green TX 

a 8.3 million cubic feet 
a February 25 1980 
10. Atlantic Ru hfield Co 
1. 80-16436/044?^ 

2.42-235-3124,' SJOO 

3.103 000 000 

4. Simpson M \ Oil Producers 

5. Brooks 1-21 

6. Brooks (Cafi>on| 

7. Irion TX 

6.187.5 million rue feet 

9. February 25 1< <0 

10. Northern Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-16437/040. 7 

Z 42-135-05819'1100 
5 108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. CS Adobe Unit 2403 (18713) 

8. Goldsmith <5600} 

7. Ector TX 

a .4 million cubic f«*vt 

9. February 25 l'W 

10. El Paso Nat ,rril Gas Co 
1.80-16438/014 i 

2. 42-135-31480 4 moo 

a 106 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 
a S Cowden Unit 06-16 (19297) 
a Cowden South 
7. Ector TX 

a 1.6 million cubic feet 

9. February 25, I960 

10. Odessa Natural Corp 
1. 80-13439/04023 

Z 42-135-05695-0000 

a 108000000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. S Cowden Unit 09-02 (19297) 

6. Cowden South 

7. Ector TX 

a 4.2 millioncubic feet 

9 . February 25,1980 

10. Odessa Natural Corp 
1. 80-16440/04021 

Z 42-235-31275-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. SimpsonMann Oil Producers 
a M D Bryant Estate *1 
a Brooks (Canyon) Field 
7. Won TX 

6.180.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. Northern Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-16441/04020 

Z 42-495-03426-0000 

a 108 ooo ooo 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. Jenkins No 3 (03335) 

6. Keystone (Devonian) 

7. Winkler TX 

a 12.6 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Sid Richardson Gasoline Co 
1. 80-16442/04019 

Z 42-135-20605-0000 

a 108 ooo ooo 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. North Penweli Unit 156 (21556) 
a Penweli 











18102 


Federal Register / Vol. 45. No. 58 / Thursday. March 20, 1980 / Notices 


7. Ector TX 

8.10 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 

1. 8O-10443/O4O15 

2. 42-461-01390-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. N Pembrook S UN 517(03913) 

0 . Spraberry (Trend Area) 

7. Upton TX 
a 3.8 million cubic feet 
9. February 25,1980 
ia Northern Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-16444/04438 

2.42-135-20487-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. TXL-B No 4 (18858) 

6. TXL (San Andres) 

7. Ector TX 

8. 2.7 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Shell Oil Co 

1. 80-16445/04432 

Z 42-165-31419-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Belco Petroleum Corp 

5. Sessau 92 62077 

a Seminole SE (San Andres) 

7. Caines TX 

8.11.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

1. 60-16446/04416 

Z 42-341-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. W L Bruce 

5. Guleke #6 RRC 03432 

6. Panhandle 

7. Moore TX 

8.10.9 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 
1. 80-16447/04399 

Z 42-165-31410-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Belco Petroleum Corp 

5. Sessau 94 82077 

8. Seminole SE (San Andres) 

7. Gaines TX 

8. .0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

1. 00-16448/04398 

2. 42-135-06535-0000 

3. 106 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. North Penwcll Unit 29 (21556) 

0 . Penwell 

7. Ector TX 

8.8.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Css Co 

1. 80-16449/04390 

2. 42-003-04690-0000 
3.106 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. Texas Univcraity-EE No 8 (15362) 

6. Block 12 (Devonian) 

7. Andrews TX 

6. 3.9 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cat Co 

1.80-16450/04034 


Z 42-135-07249-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. North Penwell Unit 84 (21556) 
0. Penwell 

7. Ector TX 

8. 2.1 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 

1.80-16451/04032 

Z 42-135-06447-0000 
3.106 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. North Penwell Unit 158 (21556) 
0. Penwell 

7. Ector TX 

a 1.1 million cubic feet 

9. February 25, I960 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 
1. 80-16452/04466 

Z 42-003-04740-0000 

3. 106 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. Tex Univ-EE No 3 (15362) 

6. Blk 12 (Devonian) 

7. Andrews TX 

8.7.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1900 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 

1. 80-16453/04464 

2. 42-003-10055-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4 . Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. Texas Univ-W No 1 (17581) 

6. Embar (5600) 

7. Andrews TX 

6.8 8 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 

1. 80-16454/04462 

2. 42-165-31409-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Belco Petroleum Corp 

5. Sessau 32 62077 

8. Seminole S E (San Andres) 

7. Caines TX 

8. .0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 
1. 80-16455/04455 

Z 42-135-07274-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. North Penwell Unit 70 (21556) 

8. Penwell 

7. Ector TX 

8. .4 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 
1. 80-18456/04453 

Z 42-227-01921-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. Bellam No 1 (02896) 

6. latan East (Howard) 

7. Howard TX 

a .3 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Getty Oil Co 
1. 80-16457/04442 

Z 42-135-05782-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. TXL-S No 3 (16670) 
a Spraberry Trend 


7. Ector TX 

8. .3 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Shell Oil Co 

1.80-16458/04441 

Z 42-135-20917-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. TXL-B No 5 (18856) 
a TXL (San Andres) 

7. Ector TX 

a IX) million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1960 

10. Shell Oil Co 

1. 80-16459/04440 

2. 42-135-20488-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. TXL-B No 6 (18856) 

0. TXL (San Andres) 

7. Ector TX 

a 1.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Shell Oil Co 
1. 80-16460/04439 

Z 42-135-07272-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. Millard-D No 6 (04869) 

6. Penwell (Ellenburger) 

7. Ector TX 

a .1 million cubic feet 

9. February 25. I960 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 

1. 80-16461/04634 

2. 42-135-20797-0000 

3. 106 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. Karp No 4 (19388) 

a Lawson (San Andres) 

7. Ector TX 

a 1.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25, I960 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-15462/04632 

2.42- 003-04495-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. BUM-A No 4 (08387) 
a Goldsmith (5600) 

7. Andrews TX 

8. 7.6 million cubic feet 

9. February 2a 1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 
1. 80-16483/04602 

2.42- 003-04729-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. TEX Univ-EE No 0 (15362) 
a Blk 12 (Devonian) 

7. Andrews TX 

6.16.4 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-16464/04595 

Z 42-135-05782-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. TXL-P No 3 (15854) 

a Goldsmith West (San Andres) 
7. Ector TX 

a 3.6 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1680 

10. Shell Oil Co 
1. 80-16465/04548 
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2, 42-003-10499-0000 

7. Ector TX 

2. 42-195-00000-0000 

a. io6 ooo ooo 

8. 3.3 million cubic feet 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

9. February 25.1980 

4. Danden Petroleum Inc 

5. Bitter No 01 (17015) 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 

5. Dozier *1 TX RR Com *87480 

6. Fullerton 

1.80-18473/04530 

a Texas Hugoton 

7, Andrew# TX 

2. 42-135-20465-0000 

7. Hansford TX 

8. 2 million cubic feet 

3.108 000 000 

a 12.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 

5. North Penwell Unit 18 (21550) 

10. Northern Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-1M88/04545 

a Penwell 

1. 86-16481 /05742 

2 42-001-04494-0000 

7. Ector TX 

2. 42-339-00000-0000 

3. 106 000 000 

a 5-0 million cubic feet 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

9. February 25.1980 

4. W L Bruce 

5 BUM-A No 3 (08387) 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 

5.) E Pritchard #5 RRC 01352 

6. Goldsmith (5600) 

1. 80-16474/04529 

a Panhandle 

7. Andrews TX 

2. 42-135-20223-0000 

7. Moore TX 

A. 12.3 million cubic feet 

3. 108 000 000 

a 11.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

5. North Penwell Unit 33 (21550) 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

1.80-16W7/045M 

6. Penwell 

1. 80-16482/05732 

2. 42-003-04493-0000 

7. Ector TX 

2. 42-339-00000-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

8. 5.0 million cubic feet 

3.106 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

9. February 25.1980 

4. W L Bruce Operator 

5. BUM-A No 3 (08387) 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 

5. J E Pritchard *7 RRC 01352 

8 Goldsmith (5600) 

1. 80-16475/04528 

6. Panhandle Field 

7. Andrews TX 

2. 42-135-07286-0000 

7. Moore TX 

a 8.7 million cubic feet 

3. 108 000 000 

a 11.3 cubic feet 

9. February 25. I960 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 

5. North Penwell Unit 34 (21556) 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

1.80-16468/04542 

a Penwell 

1. 80-16463/05688 

2. 42-495-03395-0000 

7. Ector TX 

2. 42-339-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

a 1.0 million cubic feet 

3.106 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

9. February 25.1960 

4. W L Bruce 

5. Bash No 1 (16091) 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

5. J E Pritchard *8 RRC 01352 

8. Keystone (Colby) 

1.80-10476/04499 

8. Panhandle 

7. Winkler TX 

2. 42-135-07565-0000 

7. Moore TX 

8.13.8 million cubic feet 

3.108 000 000 

8.11.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Sid Richardson Gasoline Co 

5. KLOHA-B No 2 (17341) 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

1. 80-16460/04540 

8. Cowden North 

1. 60-16464/05687 

2. 42-003-04750-0000 

7. Ector TX 

2.42-339-00000-0000 

3.106 000 000 

8. 7.2 million cubic feet 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

9. February 25.1980 

4. W L Bruce 

5. Univ Andrews No 4 (01270) 

10. Amoco Production Co 

a J E Pritchard *10 RRC 01352 

6. Embar (Permian) 

1. 80-16477/04498 

a Panhandle 

7. Andrews TX 

2. 42-135-20796-0000 

7. Moore TX 

8.10.3 million cubic feet 

3.106 000 000 

a 11.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

9. February 25,1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 

5. Karp No 3 (19388) 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

1. 80-16470/04533 

6. Lawson (San Andres) 

1. 80-16485/05686 

2. 42-135-05778-0000 

7. Ector TX 

2. 42-233-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

6 2 9 million cubic feet 

3.108 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

9. February 25,1980 

4. W L Bruce 

5. TXLrO No 3 (20046) 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 

5. Dunaway #2 RRC 01145 

a TXL (San Andres) 

1. 80-16478/01484 

a Panhandle 

7. Ector TX 

2. 42-135-07922-0000 

7. Hutchinson TX 

a 1.7 million cubic feet 

3.108 000 000 

8. 4.6 million cubic feet 

9. February 25. I960 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Shell Oil Co 

5. Mooers No 3 (02134) 

10. Diamond Shamrock Corp 

1. 80-16471/04532 

6. Goldsmith (Clearfork) 

1. 80-16486/05524 

2- 42-135-06143-0000 

.7. Ector TX 

2. 42-365-30746-0000 

a 108 000 000 

8. 5.4 million cubic feet 

3. 102 000 000 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

9. February 25.1980 

4. Napeco Inc 

5. North Penwell Unit 39 (21556) 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 

5. Roquemore *1 80202 

6. Penwell 

1. 80-16479/04460 

a Fairplay (Cotton Valley) 

7. Ector TX 

2. 42-003-04496-0000 

7. Panola TX 

a 5.0 million cubic feet 

3.108 000 000 

8.185.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25. I960 

4. Phillips Petroleum Co 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 

5. BUM-A No 5 (08387) 

10. Natural Gas Pipeline Co of America 

1. 80-16472/04531 

6. Goldsmith (5600) 

1. 80-16487/05490 

2. 42-135-20278-0000 

7. Andrews TX 

2. 42-421-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

a 6.1 million cubic feet 

3. 108 000 000 

I- Phillips Petroleum Co 

9. February 25.1980 

4. Diamond Shamrock Corp 

5. North Penwell Unit 10 (21556) 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 

5. Barrack A No 1 

8. Penwell 

1. 80-16480/05610 

8. Texas Hugoton 
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7. Shermnn TX 

8. 8.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25. I960 

10. Northern Natural Gat Co 

1. 00-16488/05488 

Z <2-393-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Diamond Shamrock Corp 

5. | B Waterfield E No 1-115 
6 l Parsell South 

7. Roberts TX 

8. 80 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Southwestern Public Service Co 

1. 80-18489/05479 

2. 42-295-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Diamond Shamrock Corp 
5.1 A Aker* B No 1 

8. Lipscomb 

7. Lipscomb TX 

8. .0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Southwestern Public Service Co 

1. 80-16490/05474 

2.42-295-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Diamond Shamrock Corp 

5. Mandalek 886 No 1 

6. Bradford 

7. Lipscomb TX 

8.8.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Southwestern Public Service Co 

1.80-16491/05489 

2. 42-295-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Diamond Shamrock Corp 

6. Hanshu et al No 1 
a Bradford 

7. Lipscomb TX 

8.8.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Southwestern Public Service Co 

1. 80-16492/05487 

2.42-295-00000-0000 

3. 106 000 000 

4. Diamond Shamrock Corp 

5. Trosper No 1 

6. Trosper 

7. Lipscomb TX 

6. 8.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. Southwestern Public Service Co 

1. 80-16493/05465 

2. 42-295-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Diamond Shamrock Corp 

5. Alice Vivian Akers No 1-513 

8. Lipscomb 

7. Lipscomb TX 

8. 6.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. Southwestern Public Service Co 
1. 80-16494/05482 

2.42-295-00000-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Diamond Shamrock Corp 

5. C C Duke D No 1 

6. Bradford 

7. Lipscomb TX 

8.8.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Southwestern Public Service Co 
1. 80-16495/05481 


2. 42-295-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Diamond Shamrock Corp 

5. Citizens Natl Bank 1*R G #8-A 

6. Trosper 

7. Lipscomb TX 

8. 80 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Southwestern Public Service Co 

1.80-16496/05451 

2.42-295-00000-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Diamond Shamrock Corp 

5. Carl Hanshu No 1 

6. Bradford 

7. Lipscomb TX 

8. 8 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Natural Gas Pipeline Co of America 

1. 80-16497/05449 

2. 42-421-00000-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Diamond Shamrock Corp 

5. Gunzelman No 1 
6 Texas Hugoton 
7. Sherman TX 

6. 8.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Northern Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-16498/05435 

2. 42-233-00000-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Diamond Shamrock Corp 

5. Logan A No 20 

6. Panhandle West 

7. Hutchinson TX 

6.8.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Northern Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-16499/05368 

2. 42-233-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. J M Huber Corp 

5. Payne Herring No 4 

6. Panhandle 

7. Hutchinson TX 

8. 3.2 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

1. 80-16500/05381 

2. 42-233-00000-8000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. J M Huber Corp 

5. Payne Herring No 7 

6. Panhandle 

7. Hutchinson TX 

8. 3_2 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 
1. 00-16501/05356 

Z 42-357-80000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Diamond Shamrock Corp 
S.ODCNO 2-53 

6. Hansford 

7. Ochiltree TX 

8. 8 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1900 

10. Southwestern Public Service Co 

1. 80-16502/05355 

2. 42-357-00000-8000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Diamond Shamrock Corp 

5. O D C No 1-53 

6. Hansford 


7. Ochiltree TX 

8. 8.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. Southwestern Public Service Co 

1.80-16503/05351 

2.42- 211-80000-8000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Diamond Shamrock Corp 

5. Dale Nix K *2-91 

8. Canadian Northwest 

7. Hemphill TX 

8.8 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Northern Natural Gas Co 
1. 80-16504/05307 

Z 42-295-30301-8000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Diamond Shamrock Corp 

5. Ola O Piper No 4-800 

6. Bradford 

7. Lipscomb TX 

8.10.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. Transwestern Pipeline Co 
1. 00-16505/05283 

2.42- 295-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Diamond Shamrock Corp 

5. Ola O Piper No 1-691 

6. Bradford 

7. Lipscomb TX 

a 8.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Transwestern Cas Pipe Line Co 
1. 80-16506/05282 

2.42-295-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Diamond Shamrock Corp 

5. Crist Pcil et al No 1 
0, Mammoth Creek 

7. Lipscomb TX 

6.8.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. Southwestern Public Service Co 
1. 80-16507/05289 

Z 42-233-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. | M Huber Corp 

5. State AC No 49 

8. Panhandle 

7. Hutchinson TX 
8.1.7 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 
1. 80-16508/05253 

Z 42-233-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. J M Huber Corp 

5. State AC No 52 

6. Panhandle 

7. Hutchinson TX 

8.1.7 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 
1. 80-16509/05252 

Z 42-233-80000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. J M Huber Corp 

5. State AC No 48 
a Panhandle 

7. Hutchinson TX 
a 1.7 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10, Phillips Petroleum Co 
1. 80-16510/05248 
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2. 42-233-00000-0000 

7. Lipscomb TX 

Z 42-295-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

8.8.0 million cubic feet 

a loa ooo ooo 

4. | M Huber Corporation 

9. February 25.1980 

4 . Diamond Shamrock Corp 

5. Stale AC No 46 

10. Southwestern Public Service Co 

a Eloda Freeman et al No 1-333 

6. Panhandle 

1. 80-16518/05030 

8. Lipscomb SW 

7. Hutchinson TX 

2. 42-295-00000-0000 

7. Lipscomb TX 

8.1.7 million cubic feet 

3.108 000 000 

a ao million cubic feet 

9 February 25, I960 

4. Diamond Shamrock Corp 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. Elna Blackmore No 1-367 

ta Southwestern Public Service Co 

1.80-16511/06245 

6. Lipscomb 

1. 00-16528/10834 

2. 42-233-00000-0000 

7. Lipscomb TX 

2. 42-135-33060-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

8. 8.0 million cubic feet 

3.103 000 OOO 

4. 1 M Huber Corporation 

9. February 25, 1980 

4. Continental Oil Co 

5. State AC No 44 

10, Southwestern Public Service Co 

5. Gist Unit *116 (19373) 

6. Panhandle 

1. 60-16510/05026 

6. Foster 

7. Hutchinson TX 

Z 42-295-00006-0000 

7. Ector TX 

8.1.7 million cubic feet 

3.108 000 000 

8. .4 million cubic feet 

9 February 25.1980 

4 . Diamond Shamrock Corp 

9. February 25,1960 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. Alex Bom F No 1 

10. Odessa Natural Gaso Co 

1. 80-16512/05243 

8. Bradford 

1. 80-16527/10833 

2 42-233-00000-0000 

7. Lipscomb TX 

Z 42-135-33093-0000 

3.108 000 000 

8. 6.0 million cubic feet 

3.103 000 000 

4 ) M Huber Corporation 

9. February 25.1980 

4. Continental Oil Co 

5. State AC No 42 

10. Southwestern Public Service Co 

5. Gist Unit *118(19373) 

& Panhandle 

1. 80-16520/05026 

6. Foster 

7. Hutchinson TX 

Z 42-357-00000-0000 

7. Ector TX 

a 1.7 million cubic feet 

3.108 000 000 

8. .7 million cubic feet 

9. February 25. I960 

4 . Diamond Shamrock Corp 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. Ellis Ranch No 1-845T 

10. Odessa Natural Gaso Co 

1.80-16513/05242 

a Ellis Ranch 

1. 80-18528/10832 

Z 42-233-00000-0000 

7. Ochiltree TX 

Z 42-135-33025-0000 

3.108 000 000 

a ao million cubic feet 

3.103 000 000 

4. J M Huber Corporation 

9. February 25.1980 

4 . Continental Oil Co 

5. Stevenson A No 6 

10. Natural Gas Pipeline Co of America 

5. Cist Unit *114 (19373) 

6. Panhandle 

1. 80-16521/05024 

a Foster 

7. Hutchinson TX 

2. 42-295-00000-0000 

7. Ector TX 

8. .7 million cubic feet 

3. 108 000 000 

8. 51 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

4 . Diamond Shamrock Corp 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. Gibbs Est No 1 

10. Odessa Natural Gaso Co 

1. 80-18514/05241 

a Mammoth Creek North 

1. 80-18529/10756 

Z 42-433-00000-0000 

7. Lipscomb TX 

Z 42-475-31775-0000 

3.108 000 000 

a 8.0 million cubic feet 

3. 103 000 000 

4.1M Huber Corporation 

9 . February 25.1980 

4. Hng Oil Co 

5. Stevenson A No 8 

10 Southwestern Public Service Co 

a Feldman 113 * ID *25231 

6. Panhandle 

1. 80-18522/05023 

a Rhoda Walker (Canyon 5900) 

7. Hutchinson TX 

Z 42-295-00000-0000 

7. Ward TX . 

8. .7 million cubic feet 

3.108 000 000 

8. 44.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

4 . Diamond Shamrock Corp 

9. February 25,1900 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. Leroy Becker A No 1-635 

10. Clajon Gas Company 

t 80-15515/05240 

8. Bradford 

1. 00-16530/10727 

2. 42-233-00000-0000 

7. Lipscomb TX 

Z 42-087-00000-0000 

3. 106 000 000 

a 8.0 million cubic feet 

3.108 000 000 

4 I M Huber Corporation 

a Februaiy 25.1980 

4 . Wildcat Cement Co 

5. Stevenson A No 17 

10. Southwestern Public Service Co 

a Hill #1 28747 

6. Panhandle 

1. 80-16523/05018 

a East Panhandle 

7. Hutchinson TX 

Z 42-211-00000-0000 

7. Collingsworth TX 

8. .7 million cubic feet 

3. 108 000 000 

6.18.9 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

4 . Diamond Shamrock Corp 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

5. E S F Brainard N No 1-T 

10. Ashland Exploration Inc 

1. 80-16518/05192 

0. Canadian 

1. 80-16531/19728 

2 42-341-00000-0000 

7. Hemphill TX 

Z 42-067-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

a 8.0 million cubic feet 

3.108 000 000 

4. W L Bruce 

9 . February 25.1980 

4 . Wildcat Cement Co 

5.1 E Pritchard #8 RRC 01352 

10. Northern Natural Gas Co 

5. Tinsley *1 26746 

6, Panhandle 

1. 80-16524/04993 

6. East Panhandle 

7. Moore TX 

Z 42-357-00000-0000 

7. Collingsworth TX 

8,11.3 million cubic feet 

3.100 000 000 

a 4.8 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

4 . Diamond Shamrock Corp 

9 . February 25,1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

a Lewis R Frantz No 1-L 

10. Ashland Exploration Inc 

1. 80-16517/05178 

a Share S E 

1. 80-16532/10704 

2. 42-295-00000-0000 

7. Ochiltree TX 

2.42-007-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

a ao million cubic feet 

3.106 000 000 

4. Diamond Shamrock Corp 

9 . February 25.1980 

4 . Vernon Davenport Prod Co 

5. Loraine C Husler No 1-360 

10. Southwestern Public Service Co 

5. John D Coleman *2 40340 

6. Lipscomb 

1. 80-16525/04985 

6. East Panhandle 
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7. Collingsworth TX 

8. .7 million cubic feet 
0. February 25,1980 

10. Warren Petroleum Co 

1. 80-18533/10599 

2. 42-065-00000-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4 . | M Huber Corp 

5. Burnett R No 0 

6. Panhandle West 

7. Carson TX 

8. 3.7 million cubic feet 
0. February 25.1980 
10. Getty Oil Co 

1. 80-16534/10598 

2.42- 065-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. | M Huber Corp 

5. Burnett R No 4 

6. Panhandle West 

7. Carson TX 

8. .8 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Getty Oil Co 

1. 80-16535/10597 

2. 42-233-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. J M Huber Corp 

5. State A No 61 RC 

6. Panhandle West 

7. Hutchinson TX 

8.15.4 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

1. 80-16538/10595 

2. 42-233-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. J M Huber Corp 

5. Johnson Unit I No 4 RC 

6. Panhandle West 

7. Hutchinson TX 

8.13.4 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

1.80-16537/10594 

2.42- 233-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. | M Huber Corp 

5. State A No 62 RC 

6. Panhandle West 

7. Hutchinson TX 

8.16.7 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1960 

10. Phillips Petroleum Company 

1. 80-18538/10571 

2. 42-025-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Getty Oil Co 

5. Murphy Bradford GU #3 (64486) 

6. Tuleta South (1175) 

7. Bee TX 

& 19.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Houston Pipeline Co 
1. 80-16539/10502 

2.42- 483-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. E F Troxell 

5. Hall #3 02390 

6. Panhandle 

7. Wheeler TX 

6.1.8 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1960 

10. Rael Gas Co 
1. 80-16540/08789 


2. 42-497-00000-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. La Junta Enterprises Inc 

5. Joe George 29221 

8. Boonsvi lie (Bend Congl Gas) 

7. Wise TX 

a 6.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. Natural Gas Pipeline Co of America 

1. 80-16541/08393 

2. 42-103-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Mobil Oil Corp 

5. Texas Univ Sec 15 ft 16 *1503 
a Dune 

7. Crane TX 

8. .6 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

1.80- 16542/07973 

2. 42-215-30643-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Amoco Production Co 

5. South Weslaco Gas Unit No 21 

6. Weslaco South (8400) 

7. Hidalgo TX 

a 751.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Celanese Chemical Co 

1. 80-16543/07512 

2. 42-003-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Amarillo Oil Co 

5. University *8 20782 

6. Shafter Lake 

7. Andrews TX 

a 2.2 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Pioneer Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-10544/07489 

2. 42-179-00000-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Amarillo Oil Co 

5. McConnell *1 25399 

6. West Panhandle 

7. Gray TX 

8.15.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. Pioneer Natural Gas Co 

1.80- 16545/10501 

2.42- 483-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. E F Troxell 
a Hall *4 02390 
a Panhandle 

7. Wheeler TX 

a 1.8 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Rael Gas Co 
1. 80-16548/10455 

2.42- 065-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Donald W Jackson 

5. V B Armstrong No 1 (25786) 

8. West Panhandle 
7. Carson TX 

a 18.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Getty Oil Co 

1. 80-16547/09871 

2. 42-355-31339-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Tenneco Oil Co 

5. East Side Block Unit No 11 

6. Agua Duke (6100) 


7. Nueces TX 

a 50.0 million cubic feet 

0. February 25.1980 

10. Channel Industries Gas Co 

1. 80-16548/09866 

Z 42-065-30615-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Armour Properties 

5. Burnett Lease *1-98 

a Panhandle-Carson County 
7. Carson TX 
a 177.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line 

1. 80-16549/09865 

2. 42-365-30830-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Pennzoil Producing Co 

5. Hull No A-19 

a Carthage-Cotton Valley 
7. Panola TX 
a 400.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. United Gas Pipe Line Company 
1. 80-16550/09725 

2.42-469-31384-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. L ft L Petroleum Corp 

5. C K McCan Jr et al #4-C 
a Salem 

7. Victoria TX 
a 91,0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25. I960 

10. Texas Eastern Transmission Corp 

1.80-16551/00718 

Z 42-227-31729-0000 

3.103 000 000 
4. Exxon Coro 
5 Douthit Unit *131 
a Ho ward-Glasscock 
7. Howard TX 
a 1.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 
1. 80-16552/09718 

Z 42-227-31730-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Exxon Corp 

5. Douthit Unit #130 

6. Howard-Glasscock 

7. Howard TX 

8.1.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1960 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 
1. 89-16563/00715 

Z 42-227-31727-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Exxon Corp 

5. Douthit Unit #206 

6. Howard-Glasscock 

7. Howard TX 

a 1.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 

1. 80-16554/09343 

2. 42-421-00000-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Gulf Oil Corporation 

5. Blake-Trust #1 

6. Texas Hugoton 

7. Sherman TX 

8. 7.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Diamond Shamrock Corp 
1. 80-16555/03285 
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2. 42-103-51999-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Warren Pet Co Div/Gulf Oil Corp 

5. M B McKnight *118 
5 Running W No (Holt) 

7. Crane TX 

a iao million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1900 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Co 
t. 80-16556/00278 

2. 42-475-31780-0000 

3. 103 000 000 

4. Gulf Oil Corp 

5. Crawar Field Unit *9 

8. Crawar (Tubb) 

7. Ward TX 

a 158.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Transwestem Pipeline Co 
180-16557/09275 

2. 42-103-31905-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4 Exxon Corp 

5 | B Tubbs A/Cl#177-L 

6. Sand Hills (Tubb) 

7. Crane TX 

a 4.0 million cubic feet 
9. February 25,1980 
10- El Paso Natural Gas Co 

1. 80-16558/09273 

2. 42-103-31965-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Exxon Coro 

5. JBTubb A/C 1 #177-U 
a Sand Hills (Judkins) 

7. Crane TX 

a 200 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. El Paso Natural Cas Co 

1. 80-16559/09272 

2. 42-103-32009-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4. Exxon Corporation 
a | B Tubb B #19-L 

6. Sand Hills (Tubb) 

7. Crane TX 

a 9 0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. El Paso Natural Gas Company 
1. 80-16560/09168 

1 42-365-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Nemours Corp 

5. H A Davis *l 29415 

6. Bethany (Pettit) 

7. Panola TX 

0.1.5 million cubic feet 

9 February 25.1980 

10. Tennessee Cas Pipe Line Co 

1. 80-18561/07081 

2. 42-409-30629-0000 

3 102 000 000 

4 Aminoil USA Inc 

5. Evans S Butler Jr *1 

6 Evans Butler (7050) Field 

7. San Patricio TX 

8 183.0 million cubic feet 

9 February 25.1980 

10, United Gas Pipeline Co 
1 80-18562/06055 
1 42-233-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4 Continental Oil Co 

5 SBBumett-CNo5 

8. Carson-Hutchinson 


7. Hutchinson TX 
a 1.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 2a 1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 
1. 80-18563/06054 

2.42-179-00000-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Continental Oil Co 

5. B O Brown No 1 
a W Panhandle 

7. Cray TX 

a 12.3 million cubic feet 

9 . February 25.1980 

10. Cities Service Gas Co (4911) 

1. 80-16564/06052 

a 42-065-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4 . Continental Oil Co 

5. Bumett 17A 

8. W Panhandle 

7. Carson TX 

8. 21.5 million cubic feet 
a February 25.1980 

10. Cities Service Cas Co 
1. 80-16565/06051 

2.42- 179-00000-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4 . Continental Oil Co 

5. Carrie Wright No 14 
a Cray Wheeler 

7. Gray TX 

a IX) million cubic feet 
a February 25.1080 
10. Phillips Petroleum Co 
1. 80-16566/06029 

2.42- 065-00000-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Continental Oil Co 

5. L A Cunningham No 1 
a W Panhandle 

7. Carson TX 

8.13.2 million cubic feet 

a February 25.1980 

10. Cities Service Cas Company (4911) 

1. 80-16567/06027 

Z 42-151-30028-0000 

3.103 000 000 

4 . Continental Oil Co 

a J B Terrell A #8 (13657) 

a Round Top/Canyon Sand 

7. Fisher TX 

a 6.6 million cubic feet 

9 . February 25,1980 

10. Lone Star Cas Co 
1. 60-16568/06025 

2.42-065-00000-0000 

a 106 000 000 

4. Continental Oil Co 
a Bumett 110A 
a W Panhandle 
7. Carson TX 
8.10.8 million cubic feet 

9 . February 2a I960 

10. Cities Service Gas Co 
1. 00-16569/06019 

Z 42-135-32936-0000 

a 103 ooo ooo 

4. Continental Oil Company 
a Wight Unit #128(20661) 
a Cowden North 
7. Ector TX 

a 5.5 million cubic feet 
a February 2a 1980 
10. Amoco Production Co 
1. 80-18570/00018 


2.42-065-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 
4. Continental Oil Co 
a Bumett 107A 
a W Panhandle 
7. Carson TX 
a 8.2 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Cities Service Cas Co 
1. 80-16571/06015 

2.42- 065-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Continental Oil Co 

5. C E Deahl No 1 

6. W Panhandle 

7. Carson TX 

6. 20.2 million cubic feet 

9. February 25, I960 

10. Cities Service Gas Co 
1. 89-16572/06012 

2.42- 079-30002-0000 
a 103 000 000 

4. Continental Oil Co 
a Conoco-Dean Unit #119 (00106) 

6. Slaughter/San Andres 

7. Cochran TX 

8. 2.9 million cubic feet 

9. February 25,1980 

10. Amoco Production Co 
1. 80-16573/06009 

Z 42-065-00000-0000 

a 106000000 
4. Continental OU Co 
a Bumett 89A 

6. W Panhandle 

7. Carson TX 

8.16.9 million cubic feet 

9 . February 25.1980 

10. Cities Service Cas Co (4911) 

1. 89-16574/05999 

2. 42-233-00000-0000 
3.100 000 000 

4. Continental Oil Co 

5. S B Bumett-C No 10 
a Carson-Hutchinson 

7. Hutchinson TX 

a 4.3 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1900 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 
1.80-16575/05994 

2.42- 065-00009-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Continental Oil Co 
a Bumett 25A 
a W Panhandle 
7. Carson TX 
a 17.5 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Cities Service Cas Co 

1. 00-16576/05993 

2. 42-233-00000-0000 

3.108 000 000 

4. Continental Oil Co 

5. C C Whittenburg No 36-A 
0. Carson-Hutchinson 

7. Hutchinson TX 
a iao million cubic feet 

9. February 2a 1980 

10. Diamond Shamrock Corp 
1. 89-16577/05992 

2.42- 179-00000-0000 

3.106 000 000 

4. Continental Oil Co 

5. J F Meers 1-B 

6. W Panhandle 


. 
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7. Cray TX 

8.13.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Cities Service Gas Co 

1. 80-18578/05984 

2. 42-233-00000-0000 

3. 108 000 000 

4. Continental Oil Co 
S.SB Bumett-A No 8 

8. Carson-Hutchinson 
7. Hutchinson TX 

8.1.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Phillips Petroleum Co 
1. 80-10579/05953 
2.42-065-00000-0000 

3.108 000000 

4. Continental Oil Co 

5. Dauer 1-B 

6. W Panhandle 

7. Carson TX 

8.2.2 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Cities Service Gas Co 
1. 80-16580/05948 
2.42-065-00000-0000 
3.108 000 000 

4. Continental Oil Co 

5. | G Noel No 1 

8. W Panhandle 
7. Carson TX 

8.14.0 million cubic feet 

9. February 25.1980 

10. Cities Service Gas Co 

The applications for determination in 
these proceedings together with a copy 
or description of other materials in the 
record on which such determinations 
were made are available for inspection, 
except to the extent such material is 
treated as confidential under 18 CFR 
275.206, at the Commission's Office of 
Public Information, room 100, 825 North 
Capitol Street. N.IL, Washington, D.C. 
20426. 

Persons objecting to any of these final 
determinations may, in accordance with 
18 CFR 275.203 and 18 CFR 275.204. file a 
protest with the Commission April 4. 
1980. 

Please reference the FERC control 
number in all correspondence related to 
these determinations. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc ao-BBOC* Plied 8*5 mm] 

BILLING COOC MSO-iS-M 


(Docket No. ER 60-277] 

Otter Tall Power Co.; Proposed Tariff 
Change 

March 17.1980. 

The filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice. That Otter Tail Power 
Company (Otter Tail) on March 12,1980, 
tendered an Agreement for Connection 
and Distribution Facilities (Local 
Transformation Service) with the City of 


Nielsville, Minnesota. The agreement 
provides for charges of 3 mills/kWh for 
use of Otter Tail's connection and 
distribution facilities (local 
transformation service). 

The new agreement was made 
necessary by the termination of prior 
arrangements upon the expiration and 
termination of a contract between Otter 
Tail and the Bureau of Reclamation of 
the United States Department of the 
Interior, now Western Area Power 
Administration (WAPA), of the 
Department of Energy (DOE), which 
agreement expired by its terms on 
December 31.1978. but the termination 
of which was suspended for five months 
until May 31,1977. and by the 
termination of a prior agreement 
between Otter Tail and the City of 
Nielsville which ended 
contemporaneously therewith. 

Copies of the filing were served upon 
the City of Nielsville, Minnesota, and 
the Minnesota Public Utilities 
Commission. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a 
petition to Intervene or protest with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
825 North Capitol Street, N.E.. 
Washington, D.C. 20426. in accordance 
with i 1.8 and § 1.10 of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,1.10). All such 
petitions for protests should be filed on 
or before April 7,1980. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. Copies 
of this application are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc m-MOZ FJed £-l8-80t 8.45 us] 

BILLING COOC 64&0-4S-M 


[Docket No. ER80-278] 

Otter Tail Power Co.; Proposed Tariff 
Change 

March 17.1980. 

The filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice. That Otter Tail Power 
Company (Otter Tail) on March 12,1980, 
tendered an Agreement for Distribution 
substation (Local Transformation 
Service) with the City of Newfolden, 
Minnesota. The agreement provides for 
charges of 3 mills/kWh for use of Otter 
Tail's distribution substation facilities 
(local transformation service). 


The new agreement was made 
necessary by the termination of prior 
arrangements upon the expiration and 
termination of a contract between Otter 
Tail and the Bureau of Reclamation of 
the United Strates Department of the 
Interior, now Western Area Power 
Administration (WAPA). of the 
Department of Energy (DOE), which 
agreement expired by its terms on 
December 31,1976, but the termination 
of which was suspended for five months 
until May 31,1977. and by the 
termination of a prior agreement 
between Otter Tail and the City of 
Newfolden which ended 
contemporaneously therewith. 

Copies of the filing were served upon 
the City of Newfolden, Minnesota, and 
the Minnesota Public Utilities 
Commission. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a 
petition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
825 North Capitol Street, N.E., 
Washington, D.C. 20426. in accordance 
with ( 1.8 and $ 1.10 of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8.1.10). All such 
petitions for protests should be filed on 
or before April 7,1980. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. Copies 
of this application are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc 80-8803 FlWd 3-l*-0O, M3 mm\ 

BILLING COOC S450-SS-M 


(Docket No. ER60-279) 

Otter Tall Power Co.; Proposed Tariff 
Change 

March 17,198a 

The filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice, That Otter Tail Power 
Company (Otter Tail) on March 12,1980, 
tendered an Agreement for Connection 
and Distribution Facilities (Local 
Transformation Service) with the City of 
Shelly, Minnesota. The agreement 
provides for charges of 3 mills/kWh for 
use of Otter Tail's connection and 
distribution facilities (local 
transformation service). 

The new agreement was made 
necessary by the termination of prior 
arrangements upon the expiration and 
termination of a contract between Otter 
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Tail and the Bureau of Reclamation of 
the United States Department of the 
Interior, now Western Area Power 
Administration fWAPA), of the 
Department of Energy (DOE), which 
agreement expired by its terms on 
December 31.1978, but the termination 
of which was suspended for five months 
until May 31.1977 and by the 
termination of a prior agreement 
between Otter Tail and the City of 
Shelly which ended contemporaneously 
therewith. 

Copies of the filing were served upon 
the City of Shelly, Minnesota, and the 
Minnesota Public Utilities Commission. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said application should file a 
petition to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
825 North Capitol Street. NJL, 
Washington. D C 20420, in accordance 
with Si 8 and S 110 of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure (18 CFR 14k 1.10). All such 
petitions for protests should be Bled on 
or before April 7.1980. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. Copies 
of this application are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

(FH Doc MV-6004 Filed 3-10-0& «45 mb] 

HUJNO COOC M504S-M 


(Project No. 19 SB) 

Pacific Gas and Electric Co.; Expiration 
of License 

March 17. I960. 

Take notice that the license for the 
North Fork of Kings River Project No. 
1988 will expire March 31,1985. The 
project is located on the North Fork of 
Kings River in Fresno County, California 
and is licensed to Pacific Gas and 
Electric Company. 

The principal project works, presently 
licensed for Project No. 1988, consists of 
two developments, Haas and Kings 
River. The Haas Development includes 
two dams, four auxiliary dams, tunnels, 
penstocks, a powerhouse and related 
transmission facilities. The Kings River 
Development includes penstocks, a 
powerhouse, and related transmission 
facilities. The project has an installed 
capacity of 179.100 KW. 

This notice is issued pursuant to the 
regulations of the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission. 18 CFR 18.2 


(1979). The Commission licenses non- 
federal water-power projects for periods 
up to 50 years pursuant to the Federal 
Power Act, 18 U.S.G 791a-825r. When a 
license expires, the Commission may 
issue a new license to the original 
licensee or to a new licensee, or may 
recommend to Congress that the United 
States acquire the project. 

Under the Commission's regulations, 
the current licensee must file its 
application for a new license from three 
to five years before the current license 
expires. Any other entity seeking the 
license must file an application in 
accordance with 18 CFR 18.3(b). When 
an application is filed, notice will be 
published and interested persons will 
have a further opportunity to submit a 
competing application, file a protest or 
comment, seek to intervene, or 
recommend that the United States 
acquire the project. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

jut Doc ao-eacB nwd *45 mm\ 

t COOC 4450 M y 


(Docket No. SA80-89] 

Pennzoil Co., Pennzoil Producing Co.; 
Application for Adjustment and 
Request for Interim Relief 

March 17.1980. 

Take notice that on March 4,1980, 
Pennzoil Company and Pennzoil 
Producing Company (applicants). P.O. 
Box 2967, Houston. Texas 77001. filed 
with the Commission an application for 
an adjustment from j 273.202(e) of the 
Commission's regulations (18 CFR 
{ 273.202(e)) and a request for interim 
relief with respect to this adjustment 
application. 

Section 273.202 provides for interim 
collection authority pending a 
jurisdictional agency well category 
determination. Paragraph (e) of that 
section stipulates that upon termination 
of such authority, further interim 
collection filings may not be made for 
any sale from the same well. Applicants 
state that they plan to submit revised 
applications for determinations to the 
jurisdictional agency regarding certain 
wells for which interim collection 
authority has terminated, and that they 
seek a waiver of § 273.202(e) in order 
that they may file to make interim 
collections for sales from those wells. 

More specifically, applicants state 
that they seek interim collection 
authority with respect to two categories 
of wells for which revised stripper well 
determination applications are being 
filed: (1) wells which were affected by 
the Commission's interim regulation 


defening the term "produced" under 
S 271.803; and (2) wells for which no 
interim collections were actually made 
due to an absence of sales volumes, 
despite the fact that interim collections 
filings were tendered to the 
Commission. 

The procedures applicable to the 
conduct of this adjustment proceeding 
are found in § 1.41 of the Commission's 
Rules of Practice and Procedure (44 FR 
18961. March 30.1979). 

Any person desiring to participate in 
this proceeding shall file a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
provisions of 18 CFR ( 1.41(e). All 
petitions to intervene must be filed April 
4,1980. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc 80-ewe Filed 3-19-40; *45 am) 

BiUJNO COOC 


Energy Information Administration 

Publication of Alternative Fuel Price 
Ceilings and Incremental Price 
Threshold for High Cost Natural Gas 

The Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978 
(NGPA) (Pub. L 95-621), signed into law 
on November 9.1978, mandated a new 
framework for the regulation of most 
facets of the natural gas industry. In 
general, under Title 0 of the NGPA, 
interstate natural gas pipeline 
companies are required to pass through 
certain portions of their acquisition 
costs for natural gas to industrial users 
in the form of a surcharge. The statute 
requires that the surcharge placed on 
the ultimate cost of gas to the industrial 
facility does not exceed the cost of the 
fuel oil which the facility could use as 
an alternative. 

Pursuant to Title 11 of the NCPA of 
1978. Section 204(e). the Energy 
Information Administration (EIA) 
herewith publishes for the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) 
alternative fuel price ceilings and a high 
cost gas incremental pricing threshold. 
These data are effective April 1,1980. 
and are to be used by natural gas 
suppliers to determine the maximum 
surcharges applicable to the 
passthrough of certain portions of 
natural gas acquisition costs. 1 

For further information contact: 
Kenneth M. Levine. Energy Information 
Administration. Federal Building, 12th & 
Pa. Ave., NW., Rm. 4121, Washington. 
D.C 20481. (202) 833-9710. 


1 FERC Order No. 40, September 2ft, 1079; Docket 
No. RM79-14. 
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Section L Alternative Fuel Price Ceilings 

As required by FERC Order No. 50, 
prices are shown for the 48 contiguous 
states. The District of Columbia’s ceiling 
is included with the ceiling for the State 
of Maryland. The price ceiling is 
expressed in dollars per million British 
Thermal Units (BTtTs). The method used 
to determine the price ceilings is 
described in Section III 
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Section II. Incremental Pricing 
Threshold for High Cost Natural Gas 

The EIA has determined that tho 
volume-weighted price for No. 2 
distillate fuel oil landed in the greater 
New York City Metropolitan area during 
January 1980 was $31.74 per barrel. In 
order to establish the incremental 
pricing threshold for high cost natural 
gas, as identified in the NGPA. Title H, 
Section 203(a)(7), this price was 
multiplied by 1.3 and converted to its 
equivalent in millions of BTlTs by 
dividing by 5.8. Therefore, the 
incremental pricing threshold for high 
cost natural gas, effective April 1.1980, 
is $7.11 per million BTC's. 

Section HI. Method Used To Compute 
Price Ceilings 

The FERC, by Order No. 50, issued on 
September 28,1979, in Docket No. 


RM79-21, established the basis for 
determining the price ceilings required 
by the NGPA. FERC also, by Order No. 
51, issued in the same docket on the 
same date, established that only the 
price paid for No. 6 high sulfur content 
residual fuel oil would be used to 
determine the price ceilings until 
November 1,1980. 

The EIA has now had several months 
experience with the data collected to 
carry out this program. It has become 
apparent that a number of difficulties 
arise as a consequence of the method 
used to compute price ceilings and the 
small number of transactions taking 
place in a single month. The difficulties 
result in considerable instabiity in 
computed price ceilings. As a 
consequence. EIA is, this month, 
initiating a revised method of computing 
price ceilings which uses the same 
principles as before, but applies them to 
data from 3 months (adjusted for price 
changes) rather than for a single month. 

In addition, EIA is introducing an 
adjustment to compensate for the time 
between data collection and use. 

A. Data Collected 

Data similar to that collected for 
November a:*id December 1979 was 
required for January 1980; that is. the 
following data was required from all 
companies identified by the ELA as 
sellers of No. 8 high sulfur content 
(greater than 1% sulfur content by 
weight) residual fuel oil: for each selling 
price, the number of gallons sold to large 
industrial users. 1 All reports of volume 
sold and price were identified by the 
State into which the oil was sold. 

B. Method Used to Determine 
Alternative Price Ceilings 

(1) Calculation of Weighted-Average 
Price, The prices which will become 
effective April 1,1980, (shown in Section 
I) are based on the volume weighted- 
average price of No. 8 high sulfur 
content residual fuel oil. for each of the 
48 contiguous States, for each of the 3 
months, November 1979, December 1979. 
and January 1980. Reported prices for 
sales in November 1979 were adjusted 
by the percent change in the nation¬ 
wide volume-weighted average price 
from November to January. Prices for 
December 1979, were similarly adjusted 
by the percent change in the nation¬ 
wide volume-weighted average price 
from December to January. The volume- 


* Largo Industrial User —A person /firm which 

purchAtet No. 6 fuel oil In quanUtic* of 4jOOO gallons 
or greater for consumption in a business, including 

the space heating of the business premises. Electric 
utilities, governmental bodies (Federal. State or 
Local) and the military art excluded. 


weighted 3 month average price was 
then computed for each State. 

(2) Adjustment for Price Variation. 
States were grouped into the regions 
identified by the FERC (see Section 
HI.C) Using the adjusted prices and 
associated volumes reported in a region 
during the 3 month period, the volume- 
weighted standard deviation of prices 
was calculated for each region. The 
volume-weighted 3 month average price 
for each State was adjusted downward 
by two times this standard deviation for 
the region to form the adjusted-weighted 
average price for the State. 

(3) Calculation of Ceiling Prices . The 
lowest selling price within the State was 
determined for each month of the 3 
month period and adjusted up or down 
by the percent change in oil prices at the 
national level. The adjusted weighted- 
average price was compared to the 
adjusted lowest price for each month, 
and the highest of the values was 
selected as the alternative fuel price 
ceiling for each State. For those States 
which had no reported sales during one 
or more months of the 3 month period, 
the appropriate regional volume- 
weighted alternative fuel price was 
computed and used in combination with 
the available State data to calculate the 
State's alternative fuel price ceiling. The 
appropriate lag adjustment factor (as 
discussed in Section III.B.4. was then 
applied. The alternative fuel price 
(expressed in dollars per gallon) was 
multiplied by 42 and divided by 6.3 to 
estimate the alternative fuel price ceiling 
for the State (expressed in dollars per 
million BTU's). 

(4) Log Adjustment The EIA has 
implemented a procedure to partially 
compensate for the two-month lag 
between the end of the month for which 
data are collected and the beginning of 
the month for which ceiling prices 
become effective. It was determined that 
Platt's Oilgram Price Report publication 
provides the most timely and 
geographically diverse information 
relative to the subject The prices found 
in Platt's Oilgram Price Report 
publication are given for each trading 
day In the form of high and low prices 
for No. 8 residual oil in 20 cities 
throughout the United States. The low 
posted prices for No. 8 residual oil in 
these cities were used to calculate four 
regional lag adjustment factors. These 
are: one for FERC regions A and B 
combined; one for FERC region C: one 
for FERC regions D. E. and G combined; 
and one for FERC regions F and H 
combined. Each lag adjustment factor 
was obtained by calculating a weighted- 
average regional price for No. 8 high 
sulfur residual fuel oil for the 10 trading 




























































Federal Register / Voi. 45, No. 50 / Thursday, March 20. 1980 / Notices 


18111 


days ending March 7,1980, and dividing 
that price by the corresponding 
weighted average regional price 
published by Platt's for the month of 
January 1980. The lag adjustment factor 
was then applied to the alternative fuel 
price ceiling for each State as calculated 
in Section II1.B.3. 

C Listing of States by Region. States 
were grouped by the FERC to form eight 
distinct regions as follows: 


Region A 

Connecticut 

Mmnt 

MatMcbuacIts 
New Hampshire 
Rhode I aland 
Vermont 

Region C 
Alabama 
Florid* 

Oorgia 
MiisiMippia 
North Carolina 
South Carolina 
Tmneaaaa 
Virginia 

Region B 

Iowa 

hunaaa 

Musouri 

Minnesota 

Nebraika 

North Dakota 

South Dakota 

Region C 

Colorado 

Idaho 

Montana 

Utah 

Wyoming 


Region B 
Delaware 
Maryland 
New Jersey 
New York 
Pennsylvania 


Region D 

Illinois 

Indiana 

Kentucky 

Michigan 

Ohio 

West Virginia 
Wisconsin 


Region F 
Arkansas 
Louisiana 
New Mexico 
Oklahoma 
Texas 


Region H 
Arizona 
California 
Nevada 


Oregon 

Washington 


issued In Washington. D C. on March 18. 

im 

Albert H. Linden, |r. 

Deputy Administrator, Energy Information 
Administration. 

fni Doc <10-0791 FUed 1-18-00; 1028 am) 

Ml UNO COO€ W 50-01-41 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

1FRL 1440-3; 80T-129) 

Atkoxylated Substituted Benzylamine 
Premanufacture Exemption 
Application 

aqency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 

a ction: Notice. _ 

summary: Section 5(a)(1)(A) of the 
Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) 
requires any person intending to 
manufacture or import a new chemical 
substance for a commercial purpose in 
the United States to submit a 
premanufacture notice (PMN) to EPA at 
least 90 days before he commences such 
manufacture or import. Under section 
5(h) the Agency may, upon application. 


exempt any person from any 
requirement of section 5 to permit such 
person to manufacture or process a 
chemical for test marketing purposes. 
Section 5(h)(6) requires EPA to issue a 
notice of receipt of any such application 
for publication in the Federal Register. 
This notice announces receipt of an 
application for an exemption from the 
premanufacture reporting requirements 
for test marketing purposes on the 
chemical substance alkoxylated 
substituted benzylamine and requests 
comments on the appropriateness of 
granting the exemption. 

dates: The Agency must either approve 
or deny this application by April 14. 

1980. Persons should submit written 
comments on the application no later 
than April 4,1980. 
address: Written comments to: 
Document Control Officer (TS-793), 
Office of Pesticides and Toxic 
Substances, Environmental Protection 
Agency. 401 M St., SW, Washington. 

D.C. 20400. 202-755-8050. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 
Ann Radosevich. Premanufacturing 
Review Division (TS-794), Office of 
Pesticides and Toxic Substances, 
Environmental Protection Agency. 401 M 
St., SW. Washington, D.C 20460, 202- 
428-2601. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 
Section 5 of TSCA, any person who 
intends to manufacture or import a new 
chemical substance for commercial 
purposes in the United States must 
submit a notice to EPA before 
manufacture or import begins. A “new" 
chemical substance is any chemical 
substance that is not on the Inventory of 
existing chemical substances compiled 
by EPA under Section 8(b) of TSCA. 

EPA first published the Initial Inventory 
on June 1.1979. Notice of availability of 
the Initial Inventory was published in 
the Federal Register on May 15,1979 (44 
FR 28558). The requirement to submit a 
PMN for new chemical substances 
manufactured or imported for 
commercial purposes became effective 
on July 1,1979. 

Section 5(a)(1) requires each PMN to 
be submitted in accordance with section 
5(d) and any applicable requirement of 
section 5(b). Section 5(d)(1) defines the 
contents of a PMN. Section 5(b)(1) 
contains additional reporting 
requirements for chemical substances 
that are subject to testing rules under 
section 4. Section 5(b)(2) requires 
additional information in PMN’s for 
substances which EPA, by rules under 
section 5(b)(4), has determined may 
present unreasonable risks of injury to 
health or the environment. 


Section 5(h), "Exemptions," contains 
several provisions for exemptions from 
some or all of the requirements of 
section 5. In particular, section 5(h)(1) 
authorizes EPA, upon application, to 
exempt persons from any requirement of 
section 5(a) or section 5(b) to permit the 
persons to manufacture or process a 
chemical substance for test marketing 
purposes. To grant such an exemption, 
the Agency mu9t find that the test 
marketing activities will not present any 
unreasonable risk of injury to health or 
the environment EPA must either 
approve or deny the application within 
45 days of its receipt and the Agency 
must publish a notice of its disposition 
in the Federal Register. If EPA grants a 
test marketing exemption, it may impose 
restrictions on the test marketing 
activities. 

Under section 5(h)(8). EPA must 
publish in the Federal Register a notice 
of receipt of an application under 
section 5(h)(1) immediately after the 
Agency receives the application. The 
notice identifies, and briefly describes, 
the application (subject to section 14 
confidentiality restrictions) and gives 
interested persons an opportunity to 
comment on it and whether EPA should 
grant the exemption. Because the 
Agency must act on the application 
within 45 days, interested persons 
should provide comments within 15 days 
after the notice appears in the Federal 
Register. 

EPA has proposed Premanufacture 
Notification Requirements and Review 
Procedures published in the Federal 
Registers of January 10,1979 (44 FR 
2242) and October 16.1979 (44 FR 59764) 
containing proposed premanufacture 
rules and notice forms. Proposed 40 CFR 
720.15 (44 FR 2268) would implement 
section 5(h)(1) concerning exemptions 
for test marketing and includes 
proposed 40 CFR 720.15(c) concerning 
the section 5(h)(6) Federal Register 
notice. However, these requirements are 
not yet in effect. In the meantime. EPA 
has published a statement of Interim 
Policy published in the Federal Register 
of May 15.1979 (44 FR 28564) which 
applies to PMN’s submitted prior to 
promulgation of the rules and notice 
forms. 

Therefore, under the Toxic 
Substances Control Act. a summary of 
the data taken from the Test Marketing 
Exemption is issued below. 

TM BO-19. 

Close of Review Period. April 14. 

1980. 

Manufacturer 's Identity. Texaco Inc., 
4800 Foumace Place. PO Box 450, 
Bellaire, TX 77401. 
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Specific Chemical Identity. Claimed 
confidential. Generic name provided: 
Alkoxylated substituted benzyiamine. 

Date. The following summary is taken 
from data submitted by the 
manufacturer in support of claims made 
in the Test Marketing Exemption 
application. 

Use. Claimed confidential. Generic 
use of the substance is as a component 
in the manufacture of polyurethane 
foam. Approximately 9.000 pounds will 
be manufactured for test marketing 
purposes. 

Physical Properties 

Appearance: Light yellow, clear, viscous 
liquid. 

Flash point: 305*F (Pcnsky-Martens 
closed cup). 

Specific gravity: 1.0900. 4/20*C 
Vapor pressure: Very low. probably less 
than 0.001 mm of mercury at 25"C. 
Viscosity: 17.500 centipoises at 25*C. 
Solubility: Methanol, acetone, glycol 
ether. 

Toxicity 

The following tests have been 
requested, results of which arc expected 
to be available for use in the PMN: 

Acute oral LD M (rat), acute dermal LD M 
(rabbit), primary skin irritation (rabbit), 
and eve irritation (rabbit). 

A closely related analogue of the 
substance, which is the subject of this 
request, has been tested for acute 
toxicological properties with the 
following results: 

Oral LDm (rat)=1.70 g/kg: Moderately 
toxic. 

Acute dermal LD M (rabbit)>3 g/kg: 

Practically non-toxic. 

Primary skin irritation (rabbit). Draize 
score=3-5 out of a maximum of 8,0: 
Moderately irritating. 

Eye irritation (rabbit). Draize score—25- 
50 out of a maximum of 110: 
Moderately irritating. 

Exposure 

During Manufacture. Because of the 
physical and chemical properties and 
the expected low toxicity of this 
product, and because of the enclosed 
manner of manufacture, the potential for 
cxposre to this product is very low. The 
most likely route of exposure would be 
an accidential splashing on the skin. It is 
not expected that such an accident 
would present any significant hazard. 

During Use. This substance is 
provided to the user in a diluted form 
with other low hazard components. No 
health problems are expected due to 
exposure to this substance. 

Disposal. This substance would be 
chemically converted to an integral part 
of the polyurethane foam. Disposal 


would become a consideration only for 
waste material, small quantities of 
unused product, off-specification 
product, and the like. This material 
would be disposed of by drumming and 
shipping to an approved land burial site. 
It might also be mixed with waste 
solvent and incinerated by use as an 
auxiliary fuel. 

Interested persons may. on or before 
April 4,1980, submit to the Document 
Control Officer (TS-793), Rm. E-447, 
Office of Pesticides and Toxic 
Substances. 401 M St.. SVV., Washington. 
D.C. 20460, written comments regarding 
this notice. Three copies of all comments 
shall be submitted, except that 
individuals may submit single copies of 
comments. The comments are to be 
identified with the document control 
number M [flOT-129] M . Comments received 
may be seen in the above office between 
9:00 a.m. and 400 p.m., Monday through 
Friday, excluding holidays. 

(Sec. 5. 90 Stat. 2012 (15 U.S.G 2804)) 

Dated: March 11. I960. 

John P. DeKany, 

Deputy Assistant Administrator for Chemical 
Control 

fFS Doc <0-0620 Plkd 10-005 <45 an] 

BILLING COOt Ott-OI-M 


(FRL 1440-5; 80P-113) 

Mobay Chemical Corp.; 3,5-OfmethyM- 
(Methylthlo)Phenyl Methylcarbamate; 
Renewal of Temporary Tolerances; 
Correction 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 

action: Correction. 

summary: This document corrects a 
notice that appeared on 3.5-dime thy 1-4- 
(methylthio)phenylmethylcarbamate in 
the Federal Register of Tuesday. July 3, 
1979 (FR Doc. 79-20548). 

EFFECTIVE date: Effective on March 20. 
1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

William Miller, Product Manager (PM) 
18. Registration Division. (TS-767). 
Office of Pesticide Programs, 401 M 
Street SW., Washington. D.C. 20460. 
(202-428-0458). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In FR 

Doc. 79-20548 appearing at page 39025 
in the issue of Tuesday, July 3,1979, the 
expiration date of "June 30.1980" in the 
sixth paragraph, second line, is incorrect 
and is hereby changed to read 
"December 31.1980." 


Dated. March 12.1980. 

Douglas D. Campt. 

Director. Registration Division. Office of 
Pesticide Programs. 

fFR Doc <0-65X7 PI ltd \-\ 9 ~ 90 . <46 «m| 

BILLING COOC <560-01-*4 


(FRL 144-6; 8OT-05] 

Aliphatic Carbamate Ester, 
Premanufacture Exemption 
Application 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
action: Notice. 

summary: Section 5(a)(1)(A) of the 
Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) 
requires any person intending to 
manufacture or import a new chemical 
substance for a commercial purpose in 
the United States to submit a 
premanufacture notice (PMN) to EPA at 
least 90 days before he commences such 
manufacture or import. Under section 
5(h) the Agency may, upon application, 
exempt any person from any 
requirement of section 5 to permit such 
person to manufacture or process a 
chemical for test marketing purposes. 
Section 5(h)(8) requires EPA to issue a 
notice of receipt of any such application 
for publication in the Federal Register. 
This notice announces receipt of an 
application for an exemption from the 
premanufacture reporting requirements 
for test marketing purposes on the 
chemical substance aliphatic carbamate 
e9ter and requests comments on the 
appropriateness of granting the 
exemption. 

dates: The Agency must either approve 
or deny this application by March 29, 
1980. Persons should submit written 
comments on the application no later 
than April 4.1980. 
address: Written comments to: 
Document Control Officer (TS-793), 
Office of Pesticides and Toxic 
Substances, Environmental Protection 
Agency, 401 M St, SW. Washington. 
D.C. 20480. 202-755-8050. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ms. Paige Beville, Premanufacturing 
Review Division (TS-794). Office of 
Pesticides and Toxic Substances. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M 
St, SW. Washington. D.C 2046a 202- 
428-8815. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 
Section 5 of TSCA. any person who 
intends to manufacture or import a new 
chemical substance for commercial 
purposes in the United States must 
submit a notice to EPA before 
manufacture or Import begins. A "new" 
chemical substance is any chemical 
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substance that is not on the Inventory of 
existing chemical substances compiled 
by EPA under Section 8(b) of TSCA. 

EPA first published the Initial Inventory 
on June 1,1979. Notice of availability of 
the Initial Inventory was published in 
the Federal Register on May 15.1979 (44 
FR 28558). The requirement to submit a 
PMN for new chemical substances 
manufactured or imported for 
commercial purposes became effective 
on July 1.1979. 

Section 5(a)(1) requires each PMN to 
be submitted in accordance with section 
5(d) and any applicable requirement of 
section 5(b). Section 5(d)(1) defines the 
contents of a PMN. Section 5(b)(1) 
contains additional reporting 
requirements for chemical substances 
that are subject to testing rules under 
section 4. Section 5(b)(2) requires 
additional information in PMN's for 
substances which EPA. by rules under 
section 5(b)(4). has determined may 
present unreasonable risks of injury to 
health or the environment. 

Section 5(h), “Exemptions.** contains 
several provisions for exemptions from 
some or all of the requirements of 
section 5. In particular, section 5(h)(1) 
authorizes EPA. upon application, to 
exempt persons from any requirement of 
section 5(a) or section 5(b) to permit the 
persons to manufacture or process a 
chemical substance for test marketing 
purposes. To grant such an exemption, 
the Agency must find that the test 
marketing activities will not present any 
unreasonable risk of injury to health or 
the environment EPA must either 
approve or deny the application within 
45 days of its receipt and the Agency 
must publish a notice of its disposition 
in the Federal Register. If EPA grants a 
test marketing exemption, it may impose 
restrictions on the test marketing 
activities. 

Under section 5(h)(8). EPA must 
publish in the Federal Register a notice 
of receipt of an application under 
section-5(h)(1) immediately after the 
Agency receives the application. The 
notice identifies, and briefly describes, 
the application (subject to section 14 
confidentiality restrictions) and gives 
interested persons an opportunity to 
comment on it and whether EPA should 
grant the exemption. Because the 
Agency must act on the application 
within 45 days, interested persons 
should provide comments within 15 days 
after the notice appears in the Federal 
Register. 

EPA has proposed Premanufacture 
Notification Requirements and Review 
Procedures published in the Federal 
Register of January 10.1979 (44 FR 2242) 
and October 18,1979 (44 FR 59784) 
containing proposed premanufacture 


rules and notice forms. Proposed 40 CFR 
720.15 (44 FR 2288) would implement 
section 5(h)(1) concerning exemptions 
for test marketing and includes 
proposed 40 CFR 720.15(c) concerning 
the section 5(h)(8) Federal Register 
notice. However, these requirements are 
not yet in effect. In the meantime, EPA 
has published a statement of Interim 
Policy published in the Federal Register 
of May 15.1979 (44 FR 28564) which 
applies to PMN*s submitted prior to 
promulgation of the rules and notice 
forms. 

Therefore, under the Toxic 
Substances Control Act, a summary of 
the data taken from the test marketing 
exemption application is described 
below. 

TM 80-15. 

Close of Review Period. March 29, 
1980. 

Manufacturer's Identity. Sherwin- 
Williams Co., 10902 South Cottage 
Grove Ave.. Chicago, IL 60628. 

Specific Chemical Identity. Claimed 
confidential Generic name provided by 
Sherwin-Williams Co.: Aliphatic 
carbamate ester. 

Data. The following summary is taken 
from data submitted by the 
manufacturer in support of claims made 
in the teat marketing exemption 
application. 

Use. Claimed confidential. However, 
the substance will be used as a 
component in a coating material Four 
hundred gallons of solution containing 
this substance will be manufactured for 
test marketing purposes. 

Health and Environmental Effects. 
The manufacturer stated that there are 
no known data on environmental or 
health effects of this polymer. 
Toxicological tests are being conducted 
and will be included in a 
premanufacturing notice, if filed. 

Exposure/Disposal Exposure of 
workers during the manufacture of this 
polymer and subsequent manufacture of 
the coating will be negligible since at no 
time will the polymer be isolated. 

Customer exposure will also be 
negligible since customers will be 
exposed only to the coating of which the 
aliphatic carbamate ester is a part. 

The manufacturer stated that all safe 
industrial hygiene handling practices 
will be observed. 

Four customers will be provided 
samples of coating based on this 
material for purposes of evaluation. 

There will be no effluent from the 
manufacture of the polymer. The 
reaction vessel in which this polymer is 
prepared will be rinsed with organic 
solvent and/or water. The solvent will 
be reclaimed by distillation. Any 
residues will be placed in appropriate 


containers and disposed at an 
acceptable dumping site. 

Test marketing will be conducted 
during the first and second quarters of 
1980. 

Physical/Chemical Properties. This 
polymer is a solid at room temperature 
and is, for handling purposes, dissolved 
in an appropriate exygenated solvent 
depending upon application. 

Interested persons may, on or before 
April 4.1980, submit to the Document 
Control Officer (TS-793), Rm. E-447, 
Office of Pesticides and Toxic 
Substances, 401 M St., SW. Washington, 
DC 20480, written comments regarding 
this notice. Three copies of all comments 
shall be submitted, except that 
individuals may submit single copies of 
comments. The comments are to be 
identified with the document control 
number "(80T-85] M . Comments received 
may be seen in the above office between 
9.00 ajn. and 4:00 p.m., Monday through 
Friday, excluding holidays. 

(Sec. 5. 90 Stat 2012 (15 U.S.C. 2804)). 

Dated: March 17,1980. 

John P. DeKany. 

Deputy Assistant Administrator for Chemical 
Control. 

(P* Doc my*Tl3 Ftlod l-UMKH A45 on) 

SILUMO COOC 4540-01-41 


IFRL 1441-5; SOT-84) 

Amine Modified Epoxy Resin; 
Premanufacture Exemption 
Application 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
action: Notice. 

summary: Section 5(a)(1)(A) of the 
Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) 
requires any person intending to 
manufacture or import a new chemical 
substance for a commercial purpose in 
the United States to submit a 
premanufacture notice (PMN) to EPA at 
least 90 days before he commences such 
manufacture or import Under section 
5(h) the Agency may. upon application, 
exempt any person from any 
requirement of section 5 to permit such 
person to manufacture or process a 
chemical for test marketing purposes. 
Section 5(h)(6) requires EPA to issue a 
notice of receipt of any such application 
for publication in the Federal Register. 
This notice announces receipt of an 
application for an exemption from the 
premanufacture reporting requirements 
for test marketing purposes on the 
chemical substance amine modified 
epoxy resin and requests comments on 
the appropriateness of granting the 
exemption. 
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dates: The Agency must either approve 
or deny this application by March 29. 
1980. Persons should submit written 
comments on the application no later 
than April 4.1980. 
address: Written comments to: 
Document Control Officer (TS-793), 
Office of Pesticides and Toxic 
Substances. Environmental Protection 
Agency. 401 M St.. SW., Washington. 
D.C. 20400, 202-755-8050. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ms. Paige Beville, Premanufacturing 
Review Division (TS-794). Office of 
Pesticides and Toxic Substances, 
Environmental Protection Agency. 401 M 
St, SW.. Washington, D.C 20480. 202- 
426-8815. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 
Section 5 of TSCA, any person who 
intends to manufacture or import a new 
chemical substance for commercial 
purposes in the United States must 
submit a notice to EPA before 
manufacture or import begins. A "new” 
chemical substance is any chemical 
substance that is not on the Inventory of 
existing chemical substances compiled 
by EPA under Section 8(b) of TSCA. 

EPA first published the Initial Inventory 
on June 1.1979. Notice of availability of 
the Initial Inventory was published in 
the Federal Register on May 15.1979 (44 
FR 28558). The requirement to submit 
PMN’s for new chemical substances 
manufactured or imported for 
commercial purposes became effective 
on July 1.1979. 

Section 5(a)(1) requires each PMN to 
be submitted in accordance with section 
5(d) and any applicable requirement of 
section 5(b). Section 5(d)(1) defines the 
contents of a PMN. Section 5(b)(1) 
contains additional reporting 
requirements for chemical substances 
that are subject to testing rules under 
section 4. Section 5(b)(2) requires 
additional information in PMNs for 
substances which EPA, by rules under 
section 5(b)(4). has determined may 
present unreasonable risks of injury to 
health or the environment. 

Section 5(h). "Exemptions " contains 
several provisions for exemptions from 
some or all of the requirements of 
section 5. In particular, section 5(h)(1) 
authorizes EPA. upon application, to 
exempt persons from any requirement of 
section 5(a) or section 5(b) to permit the 
persons to manufacture or process a 
chemical substance for test marketing 
purposes. To grant such an exemption, 
the Agency must find that the test 
marketing activities will not present any 
unreasonable risk of injury to health or 
the environment. EPA must either 
approve or deny the application within 


45 days of its receipt, and the Agency 
must publish a notice of its disposition 
in the Federal Register. If EPA grants a 
test marketing exemption, it may impose 
restrictions on the test marketing 
activities. 

Under section 5(h)(6). EPA must 
publish in the Federal Register a notice 
of receipt of an application under 
section 5(h)(1) immediately after the 
Agency receives the application. The 
notice identifies, and briefly describes, 
the application (subject to section 14 
confidentiality restrictions) and gives 
interested persons an opportunity to 
comment on it and whether EPA should 
grant the exemption. Because the 
Agency must act on the application 
within 45 days, interested persons 
should provide comments within 15 days 
after the notice appears in the Federal 
Register. 

EPA has proposed Premanufacture 
Notification Requirements and Review 
Procedures published in the Federal 
Registers of January 10,1979 (44 FR 
2242) and October 16,1979 (44 FR 59764) 
containing proposed premanufacture 
rules and notice forms. Proposed 40 CFR 
720.15 (44 FR 2268) would implement 
section 5(h)(1) concerning exemptions 
for test marketing and includes 
proposed 40 CFR 720.15(c) concerning 
the section 5(h)(6) Federal Register 
notice. However, these requirements are 
not yet in effect. In the meantime. EPA 
has published a statement of Interim 
Policy published in the Federal Register 
of May 15.1979 (44 FR 28564) which 
applies to PMN s submitted prior to 
promulgation of the rules and notice 
forms. 

Therefore, under the Toxic 
Substances Control Act. a summary of 
the data taken from the test marketing 
exemption application is described 
below. 

TM80-1Z 

Close of Review Period. March 29, 
1980. 

Manufacturer's Identity. Sherwin- 
Williams Co.. 10909 South Cottage 
Grove Ave., Chicago, IL 60628. 

Specific Chemical Identity. Claimed 
confidential. Generic name provided by 
Sherwin-Williams: Amine modified 
epoxy resin. 

Data. The following summary is taken 
from data submitted by the 
manufacturer in support of claims made 
in the test marketing exemption 
application. 

Use. Specific use was claimed 
confidential. However, the substance 
will be incorporated into a coating 
material. Eight hundred gallons of 
solution containing the amine modified 


epoxy resin will be manufactured for 
test marketing purposes. 

Health and Environmental Effects. 
There are no known data on 
environmental or health effects of this 
polymer. Toxicological tests are being 
conducted, and will be included in a 
premanufacture notice, if filed. 

Exposure/Disposal. 

Exposure of workers during the 
manufacture of the polymer and 
subsequent manufacture of the coating 
will be negligible since at no time will 
the polymer be isolated per se. 

Customer exposure will also be 
negligible since they will be exposed 
only to the coating. 

Four customers will be provided 
samples of the coating material, of 
which the polymer is a part, for 
purposes of evaluation during test 
marketing. 

There will be no effluent from the 
manufacture of the polymer. The 
reaction vessel in which the polymer is 
prepared will be rinsed with organic 
solvent after discharge of the polymer. 
This organic solvent will be reclaimed 
by distillation. The residues therefrom 
will be placed in containers and 
disposed of at an acceptable disposal 
site. 

Test marketing will be conducted 
during the first and second quarters of 
1980. 

Physical/Chemical Properties . This 
polymer is a solid at room temperature 
and is, for handling purposes, dissolved 
in ethanol 2-methoxy acetate during 
preparation. 

Interested persons may. on or before 
April 4.1980, submit to the Document 
Control Officer (TS-793). Rm. E-447, 
Office of Pesticides and Toxic 
Substances. 401 M St.. SW. Washington, 
DC 20460, written comments regarding 
this notice. Three copies of all comments 
shall be submitted, except that 
individuals may submit single copies of 
comments. The comments are to be 
identified with the document control 
number "[80T-64)". Comments received 
may be seen in the above office between 
9:00 a.m. and 4:00 p jn.. Monday through 
Friday, excluding holidays. 

(Sec 5.90 Stat. 2012 (15 US.G 2604)) 

Dated: March 17.1980. 

John P. DeKany. 

Deputy Assistant Administrator for Chemical 
Control. 

(FR Doc 80-4752 Fil'd 3-19-40; a.45 *m( 

BILLING COO€ tMO-Ot -M 
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[FRL 1441-4; 80T-63) 

Starch Propionate Succinate Ester; 
Premanufacture Exemption 
Application 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA), 
action: Notice. 

SUMMARY: Section 5(a)(1)(A) of the 
Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) 
requires any person intending to 
manufacture or import a new chemical 
substance for a commercial purpose in 
the United States to submit a 
premanufacture notice (PMN) to EPA at 
least 90 days before he commences such 
manufacture or import. Under section 
5(h) the Agency may. upon application, 
exempt any person from any 
requirement of section 5 to permit such 
person to manufacture or process a 
chemical for test marketing purposes. 
Section 5(h)(6) requires EPA to issue a 
notice of receipt of any such application 
for publication in the Federal Register. 
This notice announces receipt of an 
application for an exemption from the 
premanufacture reporting requirements 
for test marketing purposes on the 
chemical substance starch propionate 
succinate ester and requests comments 
on the appropriateness of granting the 
exemption. 

dates: The Agency must either approve 
or deny this application by March 29. 
I960. Persons should submit written 
comments on the application no later 
than April 4.1980. 
address: Written comments to: 
Document Control Officer (TS-793), 
Office of Pesticides and Toxic 
Substances. Environmental Protection 
Agency. 401 M St. SW., Washington. 

D C 20460. 202-755-8050. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Ms. Paige Beville. Premanufacturing 
Review Division (TS-794). Office of 
Pesticides and Toxic Substances. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M 
St. SW.. Washington, D.C 20460. 202- 
428-8815. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 
Section 5 of TSCA, any person who 
intends to manufacture or import a new 
chemical substance for commercial 
purposes in the United States must 
submit a notice to EPA before 
manufacture or import begins. A "new" 
chemical substance is any chemical 
substance that is not on the Inventory of 
existing chemical substances compiled 
by EPA under Section 8(b) of TSCA. 

EPA first published the Initial Inventory 
on June 1,1979. Notice of availability of 
the Initial Inventory was published in 
the Federal Register on May 15.1979 (44 
I*R 28558). The requirement to submit a 


PMN for new chemical substances 
manufactured or imported for 
commercial purposes became effective 
on July 1,1979. 

Section 5(a)(1) requires each PMN to 
be submitted in accordance with section 
5(d) and any applicable requirement of 
section 5(b). Section 5(d)(1) defines the 
contents of a PMN. Section 5(b)(1) 
contains additional reporting 
requirements for chemical substances 
that are subject to testing rules under 
section 4. Section 5(b)(2) requires 
additional information in PMN's for 
substances which EPA, by rules under 
section 5(b)(4), has determined may 
resent unreasonable risks of injury to 
ealth or the environment. 

Section 5(h), M Exemptions. M contains 
several provisions for exemptions from 
some or all of the requirements of 
section 5. In particular, section 5(h)(1) 
authorizes EPA, upon application, to 
exempt persons from any requirement of 
section 5(a) or section 5(b) to permit the 
persons to manufacture or process a 
chemical substance for test marketing 
purposes. To grant such an exemption, 
the Agency must find that the test 
marketing activities will not present any 
unreasonable risk of injury to health or 
the environment EPA must either 
approve or deny the application within 
45 days of its receipt and the Agency 
must publish a notice of its disposition 
In the Federal Register. If EPA grants a 
test marketing exemption, it may impose 
restrictions on the test marketing 
activities. 

Under section 5(h)(6). EPA must 
publish in the Federal Register a notice 
of receipt of an application under 
section 5(h)(1) immediately after the 
Agency receives the application. The 
notice identifies, and briefly describes, 
the application (subject to section 14 
confidentiality restrictions) and gives 
interested persons an opportunity to 
comment on it and whether EPA should 
grant the exemption. Because the 
Agency mu9t act on the application 
within 45 days, interested persons 
should provide comments within 15 days 
after the notice appears in the Federal 
Register. 

EPA has proposed Premanufacture 
Notification Requirements and Review 
Procedures published in the Federal 
Registers of January 10.1979 (44 FR 
2242) and October 18,1979 (44 FR 59764) 
containing proposed premanufacture 
rules and notice forms. Proposed 40 CFR 
720.15 (44 FR 2268) would implement 
section 5(h)(1) concerning exemptions 
for test marketing and includes 
proposed 40 CFR 720.15(c) concerning 
the section 5(h)(6) Federal Register 
notice. However, these requirements are 
not yet in effect. In the meantime. EPA 


has published a statement of Interim 
Policy published in the Foderal Register 
of May 15.1979 (44 FR 28564) which 
applies to PMN's submitted prior to 
promulgation of the rules and notice 
forms. 

Therefore, under the Toxic 
Substances Control Act, a summary of 
the data taken from the test marketing 
exemption application is described 
below. 

TM 80-13. 

Close of Review Period. March 29. 
1980. 

Manufacturer's Identity . Sherwin- 
Williams Co., 10902 South Cottage 
Grove Ave., Chicago. IL 60628. 

Specific Chemical identity. Starch 
propionate succinate ester. 

Data . The following summary is taken 
from data submitted by the 
manufacturer in support of claims made 
In the test marketing exemption 
application. 

Use. The substance will be used as a 
polymeric binder in the formulation of 
rotective and decorative coating. Three 
undred pounds of this substance will 
be manufactured for test marketing 
purposes. 

Health and Environmental Effects . 
There are no known data on 
environmental or health effects of this 
polymer. The polymer is prepared using 
materials that are of low or no adverse 
toxicological properties. Toxicological 
tests will be conducted and will be 
included in a premanufacturing notice if 
filed. 

Exposure/Disposal. 

Exposure of workers during the 
manufacture of this polymer will be 
negligible and four workers will be 
exposed to the dry powder during drying 
and packaging operations. During the 
preparation of the coating, two workers 
will be exposed to the dry powder 
during the solubilization step. 

During subsequent pigmentation, 
packaging, application, and evaluation 
of the coatings, no workers will be 
exposed to the polymer perse. 

Proper industrial hygiene will be 
observed during the handling of all 
materials for the solubilization of the 
polymer and for the preparation of the 
coatings. 

Customer exposure will be limited to 
exposure to the final coating. 

There will be no effluent from the 
manufacture of the polymer. During the 
manufacture of this polymer there will 
be an organic solvent present for 
various esterification processes. 
Following the separation of polymer 
from the organic solvent, the solvent is 
dumped into 55-gallon drums and 
disposed at an acceptable disposal site. 
There will be no solvent or effluent from 
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the reaction that is expected to be 
detrimental to navigable water ways or 
the environment. 

Test marketing will be conducted 
during the first and second quarters of 
1980. 

Physical/Chemical Properties. This 
polymer is a dry granular powder at 
ambient temperatures. It has a melting 
point of 115'C. 

interested persons may, on or before 
April 4,1980, submit to the Document 
Control Officer (TS-793), Rm. E-447, 
Office of Pesticides and Toxic 
Substances, 401 M St, SW, Washington, 
DC 20460, written comments regarding 
this notice. Three copies of all comments 
shall be submitted, except that 
individuals may submit single copies of 
comments. The comments are to be 
identified with the document control 
number "(80T-63) M . Comments received 
may be seen in the above office between 
9:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m., Monday through 
Friday, excluding holidays. 

(Sec. 5, 90 Stat. 2012 (15 U.S.C. 2601)) 

Dated: March 17,1980. 

|ohn P. DeKany, 

Deputy Assistant Administrator for Chemical 
Control. 

(PR Doc. 80-8731 Filed 5-18-80. 8 45 MoJ 

BILLING C00C 8540-01-4! 


FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

Farmers Bank of the State of 
Delaware, Dover, Del.; Suspension of 
Trading 

agency: Federal Deposit Insurance 

Corporation. 

action: Order. 

OATES: Effective 9:00 a.m. (E.S.T.) March 

17.1980 through Midnight March 19, 
1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mulford H. Smith. Financial Analyst. 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, 
55017th Street, NW.. Washington. D.C. 
20429, (202) 369-4651. 
summary: It appearing to the Federal 
Deposit Insurance Corporation that the 
summary suspension of trading in the 
common stock of the Farmers Bank of 
the State of Delaware, Dover, Delaware 
being traded otherwise than on a 
national securities exchange, is required 
in the public interest and for the 
protection of investors; 

Therefore, pursuant to Sections 12(i) 
and 12(k) of the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934, trading in such securities 
otherwise than on a national securities * 
exchange is suspended for the period 
beginning at 9:00 a.m. (E.S.T.) on March 


17.1980 through Midnight March 19, 
1960, unless earlier terminated. 

• • • • « 

By order of the Board of Directors. March 
14. I960. 

Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation. 
Hoyle L. Robinson. 

Executive Secretary. 

fFR Doc 80-4484 FUikJ 3-UMKK 841 aa) 

BILLING COOf 8714-01-81 


Revised Statement of Policy 
Concerning Interest Rate Futures 
Contracts, Forward Contracts and 
Standby Contracts 

agency: Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation. 

action: Revised Policy Statement 
Concerning Interest Rate Futures 
Contracts. Forward Contracts and 
Standby Contracts. 

summary: On November 13.1979. the 
Board of Directors of the Federal 
Deposit Insurance Corporation approved 
a policy statement outlining policies and 
procedures governing participation by 
State nonmember banks in interest rate 
futures, forward and standby contracts 
on U.S. Government and agency 
securities. The policy statement was 
developed jointly with the Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System and the Comptroller of the 
Currency and became effective January 

1,1980 for contracts outstanding at that 
time and for those entered into 
subsequently. Interested parties were 
invited to submit comments on the 
statement by December 15.1979. The 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 
has considered the comments received 
and has determined that the statement 
will not apply to those contracts 
outstanding as of January 1.1980. The 
Corporation is also revising certain 
guidelines of the policy statement. The 
revisions provide for an exception to the 
mark to market requirements for futures 
and forward contracts that relate to 
mortgage banking activities and also 
give banks the option of carrying futures 
and mandatory forward contracts at 
either market of lower of costs or 
market 

effective date: Immediately. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Ms. Sally Y. King. Chief, Securities 
Analysis Section, or Mr. Paul L. 
Sachtleben. Projects and Planning 
Specialist, Projects and Planning Branch, 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, 
550 17th Street, N.W., Washington, D.C 
20429 (202-369-4600 or 202-389-4141). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Following are the revisions to the policy 
statement concerning futures, forward 


and standby contracts along with 
discussions of those revisions: 

Revised Statement re Applicability of 
the Policy Statement: 

These policies and procedures will 
apply to contracts entered into after 
January 1.1980. 

Discussion 

The policies and procedures included 
in the original policy statement applied 
to contracts outstanding as of January 1, 
1980 as well as to those entered into 
thereafter. Commentators from savings 
bonks objected very strongly to the 
application of the statement to open 
contracts as of January 1,1980. They 
stated that the retroactive feature was 
unfair and that they had relied upon 
what they believed lo be appropriate 
accounting for such contracts. In view of 
these objections and the complexity of 
the accounting issues involved, the 
policy statement will be prospective 
from the effective date of the original 
statement. 

Revised Guideline 3 

3. The board of directors should 
establish limitations applicable to 
futures, forward and standby contract 
positions; and the board of directors, a 
duly authorized committee thereof, or 
the bank's internal auditors should 
review periodically (at least monthly) 
contract positions to ascertain 
conformance with such limits. 

Discussion 

Several commentators objected to 
original guideline 3 which requires the 
bank's board of directors to establish 
limitations on contract positions and 
review monthly the conformance with 
such limits. They stated that these 
requirements were inappropriate 
because they require the board to 
become directly involved in a 
management function. The Federal 
Deposit Insurance Corporation feels that 
it is extremely important that the bank’s 
board of directors establish the position 
limitations and will continue that 
requirement. However, we would agree 
that the review function could be 
delegated to a duly authorized 
committee of the board of directors or 
the bank's internal auditors, and 
accordingly have revised guideline 3. 

Revised Guideline 5 

5. With the exception of contracts 
described in guideline 6, all open 
positions should be reviewed and 
market values determined at least 
monthly (or more often, depending on 
volume and magnitude of positions), 
regardless of whether the bank is 
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required to deposit margin in connection 
with a given contract 4 All futures and 
forward contracts should be valued on 
the basis of either market or the lower of 
cost or market at the option of the 
bank. 1 Standby contracts should be 
valued on the basis of the lower of cost 
or market 4 Market basis for forward 
and standby contracts should be based 
on the market value of the underlying 
security, except where publicly quoted 
forward contract price quotations are 
available. All losses resulting from 
monthly contract valuation should be 
recognized as a current expense item; 
those banks that value contracts on a 
market basis would recognize gains as 
current income items. In the event the 
above described futures and forward 
contracts result in the acquisition of 
securities, such securities should be 
recorded on a basis consistent with that 
applied to the contracts (market or 
lower of cost or market). Acquisition of 
securities arising from standby contracts 
should be recorded on the basis of lower 
of adjusted cost (see item 7(c)) or 
market 

Discussion 

The policy statement as originally 
adopted, requires futures contracts to be 
valued at market and forward contracts 
to be valued at lower of cost or market 
Several of the written comments 
received by the agencies stated that the 
different methods of reflecting market 
risk for futures contracts and forward 
contracts were inconsistent. Revised 
guideline 5 removes this inconsistency 
by giving the bank the option of valuing 
all futures and forward contracts (other 
than those relating to mortgage banking 
activity) at either market or lower of 
cost or market. 

Revised Guideline 6 

8. Futures or forward contracts 
associated with bona fide hedging of 
mortgage banking operations, i.e.. the 
origination and purchase of mortgage 
loans for resale to investors or the 
issuance of mortgage-backed securities, 
may be accounted for in accordance 


' Underlying security commitments relating to 
open futures and forward contract! should not be 
sported on the balance sheet Margin deposits and 
any umeahzed losses (and In certain Instance!, 
unrealised gains) are usually the only entries to be 
recorded on the books. See “General Instructions" 

»o the Reports of Condition and Income for 
additional details. 

' Futures and forward contracts executed for 
fading account purpose* * should be valued on a 
basis oonaistant with other trading positions. 

• Leases on standby contracts need be computed 
only In the case of the party committed to pundiase 
under the contract and only where the market value 
of the security is below the coo tract price adjusted 
for deferred fee Income. 


with generally accepted accounting 
principles applicable to such activity. 

Discussion 

This issue was not addressed 
previously in the policy statement 
Revised guideline 6 exempts those 
futures or forward contracts from the 
mark to market requirements that are 
specifically identified with mortgage 
banking operations. Generally accepted 
accounting principles specifically 
address mortgage banking activities by 
requiring that mortgages held in 
inventory (for resale) be revalued on the 
basis of lower of cost or market The 
futures or forward contract associated 
with this mortgage banking activity is a 
commitment to sell the inventory of 
mortgages. As the inventory of mortgage 
loans is already required to be marked 
lo the lower of cost or market it is 
inappropriate to also require that the 
related futures and forward contracts be 
similarly marked. 

Certain Language Changes 

The Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation has made certain language 
changes to improve the clarity and 
readability of the policy statement 
These changes do not significantly alter 
the intent of the original statement 

Revised Policy Statement 

Revised Statement of Policy Concerning 
Interest Rate Futures Contracts, 

Forward Contracts and Standby 
Contracts 

The following is a Board of Directors 
policy statement relating to insured 
State nonmember bank participation in 
the futures and forward contract 
markets to purchase and sell U.S. 
government and agency securities. 
Information contained below is 
applicable specifically to activities of 
commercial and mutual savings banks. 
An additional statement of policy 
applicable to trust department activities 
of State nonmember banks may be 
issued at a later time. 

The staff of the Treasury Department 
and the Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System recently 
completed a study of the markets for 
Treasury futures. In part, the study notes 
that there is evidence that financial 
futures can be used by banks effectively 
to hedge portions of their portfolios 
against interest rate risk. However, the 
study also cautions that improper use of 
interest rate futures contracts will 
increase rather than decrease interest 
rate risk. In addition, various 
participants have advised that certain 
salespersons are attempting to suggest 
inappropriate futures transactions for 


banks, such as taking futures positions 
to speculate on futures interest rate 
movements. Furthermore, some banks 
and other financial institutions have 
recently issued standby contracts 
(giving the contra party the option to 
deliver securities to the bank at a 
predetermined price) that were 
extremely large given their ability to 
absorb interest rate risk. In so doing, 
these institutions have been exposed to 
potentially large losses that could (and 
sometimes did) significantly affect their 
financial condition. 

Banks that engage in futures, 1 
forward 1 and standby 4 contracts should 
only do so in accordance with safe and 
sound banking practices. Levels of 
activity should be reasonably related to 
the bank's business needs and capacity 
to fulfill its obligations under these 
contracts. In managing iheir investment 
portfolios, banks should evaluate the 
interest rate risk exposure resulting from 
their overall activities to ensure that the 
positions they take in futures, forward 
and standby contract markets will 
reduce their risk exposure and policy 
objectives should be formulated In light 
of the bank's entire asset and liability 
mix. The following are minimal 
guidelines to be followed by banks 
eligible under State law to participate in 
these markets. 

1. Prior to engaging in these 
transactions, a bank should consult its 
State banking authority or obtain an 
opinion of bank counsel concerning the 
legality of these activities under State 
law. 

2. The board of directors should 
consider any plan to engage in these 
activities and should endorse specific 


• Future* Contracts: Thr** are standardized 
contracts traded on organized exchanges to 
purchase or sell a specified security on a future data 
at a specified price. Futures contracts on GNMA 
mortgage-bached securities and Treasury bills were 
the first Interest rate futures contracts. Several other 
interest rate futures contracts have been developed, 
and It is anticipated that new and similar Interest 
rate futures contracts will continue to be proposed 
and adopted for trading on varioua exchanges. 

*Fontrard Contracts: These are over-the-counter 
contracts for forward placement or delayed delivery 
of securities in which one party agrees to purchase 
and another lo sell a specified security at a 
specified price for future delivery. Contract! 
specifying settlement in excess of 30 days following 
trade date shall be deemed lo be forward contracts. 
Forward con tracts are not traded on organized 
exchanges, generally have no required margin 
payments, and can only be terminated by agreement 
of both parties to the transaction. 

• Standby Contract s. These are optional delivery 
forward contracts on US. government and agency 

securities arranged between securities dealers and 
customers and do not currently involve trading on 
organized exchanges. The buyer of s standby 
contract (put option) acquires, upon paying a fee. 
the right to sell securities to the other party at a 
stated price at a future time. The seller of a standby 
(the Issuer) receives the fee. and must stand ready 
to buy the securities at the other party's option. 
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written policies in authorizing these 
activities. Policy objectives must be 
specific enough to outline permissible 
contract strategies and their relationship 
to other banking activities. Record 
keeping systems must be sufficiently 
detailed to permit internal auditors and 
examiners to determine whether 
operating personnel have acted in 
accordance with authorized objectives. 
Bank personnel are expected to be able 
to describe and document in detail how 
the positions they have taken in futures, 
forward and standby contracts 
contribute to the attainment of the 
bank's stated objectives. 

3. The board of directors should 
establish limitations applicable to 
futures, forward and standby contract 
positions; and the board of directors, a 
duly authorized committee thereof, or 
the bank's internal auditors should 
review periodically (at least monthly) 
contract positions to ascertain 
conformance with such limits. 

4. The bank should maintain general 
ledger memorandum accounts or 
commitment registers to adequately 
identify and control all commitments to 
make or take delivery of securities. Such 
registers and supporting journals should 
at a minimum include: 

(a) The type, nature of position (long 
or short) and amount of each contract. 

(b) The maturity date of each contract 

(c) The current market price and cost 
of each contract, and 

(d) The amount of money held in 
margin accounts. 

5. With the exception of contracts 
described in guideline 6. all open 
positions should be reviewed and 
market values determined at least 
monthly (or more often, depending on 
volume and magnitude of positions), 
regardless of whether the bank is 
required to deposit margin in connection 
with a given contract. 4 All futures and 
forward contracts should be valued on 
the basis of cither market or the lower of 
cost pr market, at the option of the 
bank. 4 Standby contracts should be 
valued on the basis of the lower of cost 
or market.* Market basis for forward 
and standby contracts should be based 


'Underlying security commitment* relating to 
open future* «od forward contract* should not be 
reported on the balance sheet Margin deposit* end 
any unrealised losaoa (and In certain instances, 
unrealised gains) are usually the only entries to be 
recorded on the book*. See ‘ General Instructions’* 
to the Reports of Condition and Income for 
additional details. 

' Futures and forward contracts executed for 
trading account purposes should be valued on a 
basis consistent with other trading positions. 

'Losses on standby contracts need be computed 
only In the case of the party committed to purchase 
under the contract and only where the market value 
of the security is below the contract price edluated 
for deferred fee income. 


on the market value of the underlying 
security, except where publicly quoted 
forward contract price quotations are 
available. All losses resulting from 
monthly contract valuation should be 
recognized as a current expense item; 
those banks that value contracts on a 
market basis would recognize gains as 
current income items. In the event the 
above described futures and forward 
contracts result in the acquisition of 
securities, such securities should be 
recorded on a basis consistent with that 
applied to the contracts (market or 
lower of cost or market). Acquisition of 
securities arising from standby contracts 
should be recorded on the basis of lower 
of adjusted cost (see item 7(c)) or 
market 

6. Futures or forward contracts 
associated with bonafide hedging of 
mortgage banking operations, i.e., the 
origination and purchase of mortgage 
loans for resale to investors or the 
issuance of mortgage-backed securities, 
may be accounted for in accordance 
with generally accepted accounting 
principles applicable to such activity. 

7. Fee income received by a bank in 
connection with a standby contract 
should be deferred at initiation of the 
contract and accounted for as follows: 

(a) Upon expiration of an unexercised 
contract, the deferred amount should be 
reported as income; 

(b) Upon a negotiated settlement of 
the contract prior to maturity, the 
deferred amount should be accounted 
for as an adjustment to the expense of 
such settlement, and the net amount 
should be transferred to the Income 
account; or 

(c) Upon exercise of the contract, the 
deferred amount should be accounted 
for as an adjustment to the basis of the 
acquired securities. Such adjusted cost 
basis should be compared to market 
value of securities acquired. See 
guideline 5. 

8. Bank financial reports should 
disclose in an explanatory note any 
futures, forward and standby contract 
activity that materially affects the 
bank's financial condition. 

9. To ensure that banks minimize 
credit risk associated with forward and 
standby contract activity, banks should 
Implement a system for monitoring 
credit risk exposure associated with the 
customers and dealers with whom 
operating personnel are authorized to 
transact business. 

10. To assure adherence to bank 
policy and prevent unauthorized trading 
and other abuses, banks should 
establish other internal controls 
including periodic reports to 
management, segregation of duties, and 
internal audit programs. 


The issuance of long-term standby 
contracts, i.e.. those in excess of 150 
days, which give the other party to the 
contract the option to deliver securities 
to the bank will ordinarily be viewed as 
an inappropriate practice. In almost all 
instances where standby contracts 
specified settlement in excess of 150 
days, regulatory authorities have found 
that such contracts were related not to 
the investment or business needs of the 
institution, but primarily to the earning 
of fee income or to speculating on future 
interest rate movements. Accordingly, 
the Board of Directors concludes that 
insured State nonmember bonks should 
not issue standby contracts specifying 
delivery in excess of 150 days, unless 
special circumstances warrant 

The Board of Director intends to 
monitor closely insured State 
nonmember bank transactions in 
futures, forward and standby contracts 
to ensure that any such activity is 
conducted in accordance with safe and 
sound banking practices. In light of that 
continuing review, it may be found 
desirable to establish position limits 
applicable to insured State nonmember 
banks. This policy statement is issued 
pursuant to the Financial Institutions 
Supervisory Act. 12 U.S.G 1818. and the 
supervisory authority of the Federal 
Deposit Insurance Corporation with 
respect to nonmember insured banks. 

By order of the Board of Directors. March 
12.1900. 

Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation. 
Hoyle 1. Robinson. 

Executive Secretary. 

px Doc. ao-aw ny >-is~ea ess «m) 

BILLING COOS S714-0 J-M 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

Inactive Tariffs—Bureau of Ocean 
Commerce Regulation; Cancellation 

By Notice published in the Federal 
Register on September 14.1979, the 
Commission notified the carriers named 
therein of its intent to cancel certain 
tariffs in the absence of a showing of 
good cause why such tariffs should not 
be cancelled. The Order gave the 
carriers until October 15,1979. to 
respond to the Notice of Intent to 
Cancel. 

The following carrier has failed to 
respond to the Order. 

Door to Door International Inc. FMC-F No. 2, 
C Byron Schenk. President, 7109 
Woodlawn Ave., NE.. Seattle, Washington 
96115. 

Accordingly, pursuant to authority 
delegated by section 4.08 of Commission 
Order No. 201.1 (Revised) dated June 30, 
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1975, the tariff publication of the above 
named carrier is hereby cancelled. 

By Ihe Commission. 

Francis C. Humey, 

Secretary. 

|rR Doc ao~MM Fifed S-1S-SQ: S4S am) 

SILLING coot •7JO-01-N 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

Fidelity Ban Corp^ Formation of Bank 
Holding Company 

Fidelity Ban Corporation, 
Independence, Iowa, has applied for the 
Board's approval under 3(a)(1) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1042(a)(1)) to become a bank holding 
company by acquiring 96.05 per cent of 
the voting shares of Fanners State 
Savings Bank, Independence, Iowa. The 
factors that are considered in acting on 
the application are set forth in 3(c) of the 
Act (12 U.S.C 1042(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in 
writing to the Reserve Bank, to be 
received not later than April 14,1980. 
Any comment on an application that 
requests a hearing must include a 
statement of why a written presentation 
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing, 
identifying specifically any questions of 
fact that are in dispute and summarizing 
the evidence that would be presented at 
a hearing. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System. March 13,1900. 

William N. McDonough, 

Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

rm Doc MMSSS Fifed MNOt «.4S atn] 

B4LUMG COOt S21O-01-M 


Banking Holding Companies; 

Proposed De Novo Nonbank Activities 

The Bank holding companies listed in 
this notice have applied, pursuant to 
section 4(c)(8) of the Bank Holding 
Company Act (12 U.S.C 1843(c)(8)) and 
§ 225.4(b)(1) of the Board's Regulation Y 
(12 CFR 225.4(b)(1)). for permission to 
engage de novo (or continue to engage in 
on activity earlier commenced de novo), 
directly or indirectly, solely in the 
activities indicated, which have been 
determined by the Board of Governors 
to be closely related to banking. 

With respect to each application, 
interested persons may express their 
views on the question whether 
consummation of the proposal can 
reasonably be expected to produce 
benefits to the public, such as greater 


convenience, increased competition, or 
gains in efficiency, that outweigh 
possible adverse effects, such as undue 
concentration of resources, decreased or 
unfair competition, conflicts of interest, 
or unsound banking practices." Any 
comment on an application that requests 
a hearing must include a statement of 
the reasons a written presentation 
would not suffice in lieu of a hearing, 
identifying specifically any questions of 
fact that are in dispute, summarizing the 
evidence that would be presented at a 
hearing, and indicating how the party 
commenting would be aggrieved by 
approval of that proposal. 

Each application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank indicated 
for that application. Comments and 
requests for hearings should identify 
clearly the specific application to which 
they relate, and should be submitted in 
writing and received by the appropriate 
Federal Reserve Bank not later than 
April 14.1980. 

A. Federal Reserve Bonk of San 
Francisco (Harry W. Green. Vice 
President), 400 Sansome Street, San 
Francisco, California 94120: 

1. BANKAMERICA CORPORATION. 
San Francisco, California (industrial 
bank, financing, insurance, servicing, 
travelers check, and data processing 
and management activities: nationwide): 
To engage through its proposed direct 
subsidiary, FmanceAmerica Industrial 
Bank ("the Bank"), a proposed Colorado 
corporation, in the activities of an 
industrial bank under the Colorado 
Industrial Bank Act. The Bank also 
proposes to service loans and other 
extensions of credit, to offer credit 
related life insurance and credit related 
accident and health insurance and to 
engage in the sale of travelers checks. 
Such activities will include but not be 
limited to issuing investment certificates 
and accepting savings accounts both 
intrastate and interstate: making 
consumer installment loans: purchasing 
installment sales finance contracts: 
making loans and other extensions of 
credit to small businesses; making loans 
secured by real and personal property: 
and offering life and accident and health 
insurance directly related to extensions 
of credit made or acquired by the Bank. 
These activities would be conducted 
nationwide from an office in Denver, 
Colorado. 

Further, its direct subsidiary, 
FinanceAmerica Corporation, a 
Pennsylvania corporation 
("FinanceAmerica"), proposes to engage 
in the activities of providing 
bookkeeping and data processing 
services for the Bank, including storing 
and processing banking, financial, or 


related economic data for the Bank. 
These activities will be conducted from 
an office in Allentown, Pennsylvania. 

2. BANKAMERICA CORPORATION. 
San Francisco, California, (financing, 
industrial loan, and insurance activities; 
California): To engage through its 
subsidiary. FinanceAmerica Thrift 
Corporation ("Thrift"), a California 
corporation, in the activities of an 
industrial loan company pursuant to 
Division 7 of the Financial Code of 
California and the offering of credit 
related life, credit related accident and 
health and credit related property 
insurance. Thrift also proposes to 
engage in the activities of making or 
acquiring for its own account loans and 
other extensions of credit such as would 
be made or acquired by a finance 
company. Such activities will include 
but not be limited to making consumer 
installment loans; purchasing 
installment sales finance contracts; 
making loans and other extensions of 
credit to small businesses; making loans 
secured by real and personal property; 
and offering life, accident and health 
and property insurance directly related 
to extensions of credit made or acquired 
by Thrift. The proposed activities will be 
conducted in the cities of Cupertino, El 
Cajon, Escondido. San Diego-Keamey 
Mesa and San Diego-Mission Valley, 
California, serving the state of 
California. 

B. Other Federal Reserve Banks: 

None. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, March 12,198a 
William N. McDonough, 

Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

[FR Doc IXVftftM Filed 3-lS-SDt ft 45 am] 

BILLING COOf «210-0t~M 


Bank Holding Companies; Proposed 
de Novo Nonbank Activities 

The bank holding company listed In 
this notice has applied, pursuant to 
section 4(c)(8) of the Bank Holding 
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1843 (c)(8)) and 
( 225.4(b)(1) of the Board's Regulation Y 
(12 CFR 225.4(b)(1)), for permission to 
engage de novo (or continue to engage in 
an activity earlier commenced de novo), 
directly or indirectly, solely in the 
activities indicated, which have been 
determined by the Board of Governors 
to be closely related to banking. 

With respect to the application, 
interested persons may express their 
views on the question whether 
consummation of the proposal can 
"reasonably be expected to produce 
benefits to the public, such as greater 
convenience, increased competition, or 
gains in efficiency, that outweigh 
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possible adverse effects, such as undue 
concentration of resources, decreased or 
unfair competition, conflicts of interest, 
or unsound banking practices.*' Any 
comment on the application that 
requests a hearing must include a 
statement of the reasons a written 
presentation would not suffice in lieu of 
a hearing, identifying specifically any 
questions of fact that are in dispute, 
summarizing the evidence that would be 
presented at a hearing, and indicating 
how the party commenting would be 
aggrieved by approval of that proposal. 

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank indicated 
for that application. Comments and 
requests for hearings should identify 
clearly the specific application to which 
they relate, and should be submitted in 
writing and received by the appropriate 
Federal Reserve Bank not later than 
April 7,1980. 

This notice is a republication of a 
previous Federal Register document (FR 
Doc. 00-7418) published on page 15668 
of the issue for March 11,1980. 

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Boston 
(Richard E. Randall. Vice President) 30 
Pearl Street. Boston. Massachusetts 
02106: 

DEUTSCHE BANK AG. Frankfurt. 
West Germany (insurance activities: 
continental United States): To act, 
through its 50% owned indirect 
subsidiary. Fiat Credit Corporation 
(which is presently engaged in the 
business of dealer inventory financing 
for dealers of affiliates of Fiat S.p.A. in 
the United States and retail financing for 
purchasers and lessees of products from 
such dealers), as an agent or broker for 
the sale of physical damage insurance 
directly related to extensions of credit 
by Fiat Credit Corporation. This activity 
would be conducted from the principal 
office of Fiat Credit Corporation in 
Bannockburn, Illinois, serving the 
continental United States. 

E. Other Federal Reserve Banks: 

None. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System. March 11. I960. 

William N. McDonough, 

Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

|F* Doc m-«u7 nw s-i a-aet *45 am] 
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| Docket No. R-02611 

Policy Statement Concerning Forward 
Placement or Delayed Delivery 
Contracts and Interest Rate Futures 
Contracts 

agency: Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System. 


action: Policy Statement (Revised). 

summary: The Board of Governors has 
revised a previously published policy 
statement (44 FR 68033, November 28, 
1979) which contains policies and 
procedures that the Board of Governors 
believes should be instituted by State 
member banks that engage in interest 
rate futures contracts, * 1 * forward 
contracts. 3 or standby contracts, 1 On 
U.S. government and agency securities 
to insure that such activities are 
conducted in accordance with safe and 
sound banking practices. The policies 
and procedures apply to outstanding 
contracts as of January 1,1980 as well 
as those entered into subsequent to that 
date. However, the accounting 
procedures contained in numbered 
paragraph 5 of the policy statement 
apply only to those futures and forward 
contracts entered into, renewed or 
extended after January 1.1980. 

In response to comments received, the 
reviously published policy statement 
as been revised (1) to give banks the 
option to carry futures and forward 
positions on a market or lower of cost or 
market basis. (2) to exempt futures and 
forward contract activities associated 
with bona fide hedging of a mortgage 
banking operation from the otherwise 
prescribed accounting treatment with 
respect to such contracts, and (3) to 
exempt those futures and forward 
contracts executed prior to January 1, 
1980 from the accounting procedures 
contained herein. Other technical 
amendments, including a relaxation of 
the requirement that a bank's board of 
directors review contract positions at 
least monthly, have also been made. 


1 Future s Contracts: These an> standardized 
contract* traded oc organized exchange* to 
purchase or fell « •peofied security on a future data 
•t a specified price kuture* contracts an GNMA 
mortgage-backed • ecurities and Treasury bills were 
the firs! interest rale futures contracts. Several other 
interest rate futures contracts have been developed, 
and It is anticipated that new and similar interest 
rate futures contracts will continue to be proposed 
and adopted for trading on various exchanges. 

1 Forward Contracts: Thee# are over-the-counter 
contracts for forward placement or delayed delivery 
of securities in which one party agrees to purchase 
and another to sell a specified security at a 
specified price for future delivery Contracts 
specifying settlement in excess of 30 days following 
trade date shall be deemed to be forward contracts. 
Forward contracts are not traded on organised 
exchange*, generally have not required margin 
payments, and can only be terminated by agreement 
of both parties to the transaction. 

# Standby Contracts: These are optional delivery 
forward contracts on U.S. government and agency 
securities arranged between securities dealers ami 
customers and do not currently Involve trading on 
organised exchanges. The buyer of a standby 
contract (put option) acquires, upon paying a fee. 
the right to sell securities to the other party at a 
stated price at a future time. The seller of a standby 
(the issuer) receives the fee. and must stand ready 

to buy the securities at the other party’s option. 


DATE: The original policy statement 
became effective January 1.1980. The 
revised policy statement is effective 
immediately. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Robert S. Plotkin, Assistant Director, or 
Michael J. Schoenfeld. Senior Securities 
Regulation Analyst ((202) 4522-2782), 
Division of Banking Supervision and 
Regulation. Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System. Washington, 
D.C, 20551. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 

November 1979 the Board of Governors 
adopted, effective January 1.1980, a 
policy statement concerning forward 
placement or delayed delivery contracts 
and interest rate futures contracts. At 
the time of publication, public comment 
on the policy statement was invited and 
approximately 55 letters of comment 
were received The majority of 
comments concerned the accounting 
provisions contained in the policy 
statement Other less controversial 
issues were also raised. 

Several of the comments questioned the 
appropriateness of the bank regulatory 
agencies establishing accounting 
procedures and suggested that the 
determination of such procedures should 
be left to the accounting industry. A 
letter from the American Institute of 
Certified Public Accountants stated that 
it had recently convened a task force to 
examine the issue of accounting for 
futures and forward contracts and after 
the task force completes its 
deliberations it will submit its advisory 
conclusions to the Financial Accounting 
Standards Board for its conclusions and 
resolution. The letters of comment 
reveal, however, that there is at present 
no accepted industry practice and. 
indeed, there is a difference of opinion 
in the accounting profession as to what 
accounting standards should be 
adopted. As noted previously, the 
guidelines prescribed in the policy 
statement are necessary, in the Board's 
judgment, to prevent unsafe and 
unsound banking practices. Accordingly, 
although the Board stands ready to 
confer with representatives of the 
accounting profession and to modify, or 
even eliminate, the prescribed 
accounting procedures upon adoption of 
acceptable accounting standards by the 
accounting industry, the Board believes 
that the prescription of accounting 
standards at this time is within its 
statutory responsibility to prevent 
unsafe and unsound banking practices. 

A number of commenters noted that 
the requirement to carry futures 
contracts at market conflicted with the 
requirement to enter securities acquired 
pursuant to futures contracts on the 
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bank's books on the basis of the lower 
of contract price or market price on 
settlement date. The revised policy 
statement specifies that securities 
acquired pursuant to contracts be 
recorded on a basis consistent with that 
applied to contracts. In addition, some 
commenters stated that it is unfair to 
make banks recognize forward contract 
losses but preclude them from 
recognizing gains. The revised policy 
statement gives banks the option of 
carrying forward contracts, as well as 
futures contracts, at market providing 
that trading account contracts be carried 
in a manner consistent with other 
positions in a trading account 

The revised policy statement also 
gives banks the option to carry futures 
positions at the lower of cost or market 
This option will permit banks to defer 
gains resulting from a futures activity 
but will preclude them from delaying 
recognition of losses on such activity. 

Other comments suggested that the 
prescribed accounting treatment would 
be inconsistent with accounting 
standards that have been prescribed 
with respect to mortgage banking 
activities (AICPA Position No. 74-12) 
and that the new procedures are neither 
necessary nor appropriate where a bank 
has a mortgage banking department or 
conducts mortgage banking activity. 
Since there were already accounting 
industry standards for this activity, 
which the Board believes are 
appropriate, the revised policy 
statement excludes futures and forward 
contract activities associated with bona 
fide hedging of mortgage banking 
operations from the accounting 
standards prescribed in the policy 
statement. 

A number of commenters faulted the 
effective date of the accounting 
procedures contained In the policy 
statement. They argued that it is 
inequitable to change the accounting 
procedures during the period a contract 
is held, especially since the decision to 
enter into a contract was made without 
knowledge of the subsequent accounting 
guidelines. Upon reconsideration, the 
Board has agreed that the accounting 
procedures contained In numbered 
paragraph 5 of the policy statement are 
not required to be applied to futures and 
forward contracts entered Into prior to 
January 1 . 1960. Accordingly, these 
accounting procedures apply only to 
futures and forward contracts entered 
into, renewed or extended after January 
1.1980, No change has been made 
concerning the effective date of the 
policy statement with respect to standby 
contracts. 

Finally, many commenters noted that 
the requirement in the original policy 


statement that the bank's board of 
directors review contract positions at 
least monthly to ascertain conformance 
with limits previously established by the 
Board is unduly burdensome and. In 
some cases, impractical Accordingly, 
the revised policy statement provides 
that the position review may be carried 
out by the board, a duly authorized 
committee of the board or the bank's 
internal auditors. 

Acting pursuant to its supervisory 
authority over State member banks 
contained in Section 9 (12 U.S.C. 321 et 
scq. ) and Section 11 (12 U.S.C 248) of 
the Federal Reserve Act and the 
Financial Institutions Supervisory Act of 
1966 (12 U.S.C. 1818(b)) and related 
provisions of law, the Board of 
Governors has amended its previously 
published policy statement which, as 
revised, is hereinafter set forth in its 
entirety. 

Statement of Policy Concerning Forward 
Contracts and Futures Contracts 

The following is a Board policy 
statement relating to State member bank 
participation in the futures and forward 
contract markets to purchase and sell 
U.S. government and agency securities. 
Information contained below is 
applicable specifically to commercial 
banking activities. An additional 
statement of policy applicable to trust 
department activities of State member 
banks may be issued at a later time. 

The staff of the Treasury Department 
and the Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System recently 
completed a study of the markets for 
Treasury futures. In part, the study notes 
that there is evidence that financial 
futures can be used by banks effectively 
to hedge portions of their portfolios 
against interest rate risk. However, the 
study also cautions that improper use of 
interest rate futures contracts will 
increase interest rate risk—rather than 
decrease such risk. In addition, various 
participants have advised that certain 
salespersons are attempting to suggest 
inappropriate futures transactions for 
banks, such as taking futures positions 
to speculate on future interest rate 
movements. Furthermore, some banks 
and other financial institutions have 
recently issued standby contracts 
(giving the contra party the option to 
deliver securities to the bank at a 
predetermined price) that were 
extremely large given their ability to 
absorb interest rate risk. In so doing, 
these institutions have been exposed to 
potentially large losses that could (and 
sometimes did) significantly affect their 
financial condition. 

Banks that engage in futures, forward 
and standby contract activities should 


only do so in accordance with safe and 
sound banking practices with levels of 
activity reasonably related to the bank's 
business needs and capacity to fulfill its 
obligations under these contracts. In 
managing their assets and liabilities, 
banks should evaluate the interest rate 
risk exposure resulting from their overall 
activities to insure that the positions 
they take In futures, forward and 
standby contract markets will reduce 
their risk exposure; and policy 
objectives should be formulated in light 
of the bank's entire asset and liability 
mix. The following are minimal 
guidelines to be followed by banks 
authorized under State law to 
participate in these markets. 

1. Prior to engaging in these 
transactions, a bank should obtain an 
opinion of counsel or its State banking 
authority concerning the legality of its 
activities under State law. 

2. The board of directors should 
consider any plan to engage in these 
activities and should endorse specific 
written policies in authorizing these 
activities. Policy objectives must be 
specific enough to outline permissible 
contract strategies and their relationship 
to other banking activities, and record 
keeping systems must be sufficiently 
detailed to permit internal auditors and 
examiners to determine whether 
operating personnel have acted in 
accordance with authorized objectives. 
Bank personnel are expected to be able 
to describe and document in detail how 
the positions they have taken in futures, 
forward and standby contracts 
contribute to the attainment of the 
bank's stated objectives. 

3. The board of directors should 
establish limitations applicable to 
futures, forward and standby contract 
positions; and the board of directors, a 
duly authorized committee thereof, or 
the bank's internal auditors should 
review periodically (at least monthly) 
contract positions to ascertain 
conformance with such limits. 

4. The bank should maintain general 
ledger memorandum accounts or 
commitment registers to adequately 
identify and control all commitments to 
make or take delivery of securities. Such 
registers and supporting journals should 
at a minimum include: 

(a) the type and amount of each 
contract. 

(b) the maturity date of each contract. 

(c) the current market price and cost 
of each contract, and 

(d) the amount of money held in 
margin accounts. 

5. With the exception of contracts 
described in item 6. all open positions 
should be reviewed and market values 
determined at least monthly (or more 
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often, depending on volume and 
magnitude of positions), regardless of 
whether the bank is required to deposit 
margin in connection with a given 
contract. 4 All futures and forward 
contracts should be valued on the basis 
of either market or the lower of cost or 
market, at the option of the bank. 4 
Standby contracts should be valued on 
the basis of lower of cost or market 1 
Market basis for forward and standby 
contracts should be based on the market 
value of the underlying security, except 
where publicly quoted forward contract 
price quotations arc availale. All losses 
resulting from monthly contract value 
determination should be recognized as a 
current expense item; those banks that 
value contracts on a market basis would 
recognize gains as a current income 
item. In the event the above described 
futures and forward contracts result in 
the acquisition of securities, such 
securities should be recorded on a basis 
consistent with that applied to the 
contracts (either market or lower of cost 
or market). Acquisition of securities 
arising from standby contracts should 
be recorded on the basis of lower of 
adjusted cost (see Item 7(c)) or market 

6. Futures or forward contracts 
associated with bona fide hedging of 
mortgage banking operations, i.e.. the 
origination and purchase of mortgage 
loans for resale to investors or the 
issuance of mortgage-backed securities, 
may be accounted for in accordance 
with generally accepted accounting 
principles applicable to such activity. 

7. Fee income received by a bank in 
connection with a standby contract 
should be deferred at initiation of the 
contract and accounted for as follows: 

a. upon expiration of an unexercised 
contract the deferred amount should be 
reported as income; 

d. upon a negotiated settlement of the 
contract prior to maturity, the deferred 
amount should be accounted for as an 
adjustment to the expense of such 
settlement, and the net amount should 
be transferred to the income account; or 

c. upon exercise of the contract, the 
deferred amount should be accounted 
for as an adjustment to the basis of the 


’Underlying security commitment* relating to 
open future* and forward contract* ahould not ba 
reported on the balance sheet Margin deposit* and 
any unrealised losses (and in certain instances, 
unrealised gains) am usually the only entries to be 
recorded on the books. See “General Instructions” 
to the Reports of Condition and Income for 
additional details. 

’Futures and forward contracts executed for 
trading account purposes should be valued on a 
basis consistent with other trading position*. 

’Losses on standby contracts need be computed 
only in the case of the party committed to purchase 
under the contract, and only where the market value 
of the security is below the contract price adjusted 
for deferred fee income. 


acquired securities. Such adjusted cost 
baBis should be compared to market 
value of securities acquired. See item 5. 

8. Bank financial reports should 
disclose in an explanatory note any 
futures, forward and standby contract 
activity that materially affects the 
bank's financial condition. 

9. To insure that banks minimize 
credit risk associated with forward and 
standby contract activity, banks should 
implement a system for monitoring 
credit risk exposure associated with 
various customers and dealers with 
whom operating personnel are 
authorized to transact business. 

10. To assure adherence to bank 
policy and prevent unauthorized trading 
and other abuses, banks should 
establish other internal controls 
including periodic reports to 
management, segregation of duties, and 
internal audit programs. 

The issuance of long-term standby 
contracts. i.e., those for 150 days or more 
which give the other party to the 
contract the option to deliver securities 
to the bank wili ordinarily be viewed as 
an inappropriate practice. In almost all 
instances where standby contracts 
specified settlement in excess of 150 
days, supervisory authorities have found 
that such contracts were related not to 
the investment or business needs of the 
institution, but primarily to the earning 
of fee income or to speculating on future 
interest rate movements. Accordingly, 
the Board concludes that State member 
banks should not issue standby 
contracts specifying delivery in excess 
of 150 days, unless special 
circumstances warrant. 

The Board intends to monitor closely 
State member bank transactions in 
futures, forward and standby contracts 
to ensure that any such activity is 
conducted in accordance with safe and 
sound banking practices. In light of that 
continuing review, it may be found 
desirable to establish position limits 
applicable to State member banks. 
Supervisory action in individual cases 
under the Financial Institutions 
Supervisory Act (12 U.S.C. 1818(b)) may 
also be instituted if necessary. 

By order of the Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System, March 12, I960. 
Theodore E. Allison. 

Secretary of the Board. 

(FR Doc. Filed WNO &4S am] 
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GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

(GSA Bulletin FPR 42] 

Federal Procurement; GSA Handbook, 
Use and Specifications of Remote 
Terminal Emulation In ADP System 
Acquisitions 

February 29.1980. 

1. Purpose. This bulletin announces 
the availability of the GSA Handbook, 
Use and Specifications of Remote 
Terminal Emulation in ADP System 
Acquisitions, dated August 1979, (see 
Subpart 1-4.11 of the Federal 
Procurement Regulations (FPR)). 

2. Expiration date . This bulletin will 
remain in effect until canceled or 
superseded. 

3. General. The referenced handbook 
provides guidance to Federal agencies in 
designing and conducting benchmark 
tests. Tests performed during ADP 
system acquisitions should reflect the 
current technology and should be 
practical, fair, and equitable for both the 
Government and vendors of ADP 
equipment and services. 

4. Availability. Copies of the 
handbook are available to all Federal 
agencies without charge. Requests for 
copies should be submitted in writing to 
the General Services Administration 
(CCD), Washington, DC 20405. 

Herman W. Barth. 

Acting Assistant Administrator for 
Acquisition Policy. 

(FR Doc 80-4420 Filed VU-flOt BAA am] 

BILLING COOC 4420-SI-* 


GREAT LAKES BASIN COMMISSION 

Intent To Prepare Draft Environmental 
Impact Statements (DEIS'e) for Four 
Elements of the Great Lakes Basin 
Plan 

agency: Great Lakes Basin Commission. 
action: Notice of Intent to Prepare Draft 
Environmental Impact Statements 
(DElS's). _ 

summary: 1 . The proposed elements are 
policy plans of the joint state-federal 
commission that are regional in scope, 
and consist of policy guidance for 
federal state, local and private sectors 
in the Great Lakes Basin. The four 
elements of the plan are (a) Hazardous 
Waste Management/Groundwater 
Protection; (b) Analysis of Wetland 
Policies and Values: (c) Energy Policy 
Assessment: and (d) Coastal Hazards 
Assessment. 

2. Alternative* will be considered 
including a no a* * on plan. 

3. (a) Scoping •• '! be done with 
special Task Get. lor each of four 
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plan elements. These task groups consist 
of member agencies of the Basin 
Commission and members of the 
Commission's Public Involvement Work 
Group. Additional public involvement 
measures used during the planning 
process include: 1} further coordination 
with appropriate federal state, and local 
agencies; 2) distribution of DElS's to the 
public and agencies for their review and 
comment. 

(b) Significant issues requiring in- 
depth analysis: none. 

(c) Environmental review and 
consultation will be in accordance with 
the National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1960. The DEIS's will be circulated for 
review and all comments will be 
considered in preparing the final 
environmental impact statements. 

4. A scoping meeting will not be held, 
however activities as addressed in 3a 
will be considered. 

5. The estimated date when the DEIS's 
will be available is August 1980. 

aooress: Requests for additional 
information or questions concerning this 
notice should be directed to the Great 
Lakes Basin Commission, Attn: C. A. 

Job. Great Lakes Basin Plan Manager, 
Post Office Box 999. Ann Arbor, 

Michigan 48106, 313/668-2300. 

Dated: March 14.1980. 

Lee Bolts, 

Chairman. Great Lakes Basin Commission. 
pit Doc ao-tus Fifed *-i9-4& ms «a| 
bilumq cooc mis-oms 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Health Resources Administration 

Gradoate Medical Education National 
Advisory Committee; Renewal 

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act, Pub. L 92-463, (5 U.S.C. 
Appendix I). the Health Resources 
Administration announces the renewal 
by the Secretary. HEW, on March. 8, 
1980, with the concurrence by the 
General Services Administration, of the 
following advisory committee: 

Committee and Termination Date 

Graduate Medical Education, National 
Advisory Committee. September 30. I960. 

Authority for this committee will 
expire on the date indicated, unless the 
Secretary formally determines that 
continuance is in the public interest. 


Dated: March 13,1980. 
fames A. Walsh, 

Associate Administrator for Operations and 
Management 

[FR Doc S0~*422 Fifed S-tft-4* *45 mb] 

BILLING COOC 4110-4*-* 


Office of Human Development 
Services 

Administration for Children, Youth, 
and Families; Child Weffare Research 
and Demonstration Grants Program, 
Announcement No. 13608-801 

agency: Office of Human Development 
Services, DHEW. 

subject: Announcement of Availability 
of Grant Funds for Child Welfare 
Research Grants Program. 

summary: The Children's Bureau. 
Administration for Children. Youth and 
Families, announces the availability of 
Fiscal Year 1980 funds for special 
research grants and cooperative 
agreements under the Child Welfare 
Research Program, as authorized by 
Section 426 of the Social Security Act, as 
amended. 

dates: Applications must be received 
by May 19.1980. 

Scope of This Program Announcement 

This announcement is in support of a 
continuing effort to improve the delivery 
of child welfare services through 
research projects in four areas: 
component or sub-system development, 
secondary prevention, specialized 
resource programs for Native 
Americans, projects addressing divorce 
custody problems, and newly 
developing issues that are in need of 
study and action. 

Within the overall child welfare 
service delivery system design, further 
component or subsystem development 
will include projects dealing with 
specific components of client service 
delivery, secondary preventive services 
for children and their families, and 
assistance to American Indian Tribes 
and Indian organizations as they 
implement the Indian Child Welfare Act 
of 1978. 

Additional studies will identify or 
develop and test, planning models which 
can be used at local and state agency 
levels for the preparation of long range 
and short range plans for the provision 
of services and their accountability 
measures. 

There will be additional analyses of 
data initially developed frorp the 
National Surveys and supplementary 
data relating to social services for 
children and their families. These 
studies should lead to the preparation of 


publishable reports on issues of national 
significance. 

Another area of emphasis is upon 
issues of increasing concern because of 
their impact on the well-being of 
children and families, which currently 
are outside the immediate scope of state 
social service agencies. These are: 

a. Promotion of public awareness of 
the need to implement in all states a 
strong legal framework protecting 
children from the harmful effects of 
custody battles during and after their 
parents' divorces. 

b. Identification and evaluation of 
nonadversarial methods and processes, 
such as divorce mediation and 
counseling services, which assist 
families in resolving conflict sufficiently 
to allow for rational self-determination 
of their children’s custody and other 
associated settlement issues so 
profoundly affecting the lives of their 
children. 

This announcement also encourages 
the development of field-initiated 
econometric, sociological and 
psychological research studies that 
relate directly to child welfare services 
or the high risk population they serve. 

Related Research Announcements 

Section 428 funds are used to support 
research efforts by the following 
Administration for Children. Youth and 
Families organizations: Research and 
Evaluation Division. Day Care Division, 
Youth Development Bureau, and the 
Training and Technical Assistance 
Division of the Children's Bureau. This 
announcement is issued by the Program 
Development and Innovation Division of 
the Children's Bureau. 

Program Purpose 

The purpose of the child welfare 
research grants program is to support 
special research in the Held of child 
welfare on issues which are of regional 
or national significance. Funding is 
available to public or other nonprofit 
institutions of higher learning, and to 
public or other nonprofit agencies and 
organizations engaged in research* 

Program Goals 

The goal of this announcement is to 
support research to increase our 
knowledge of social services to children 
and their families in the following areas: 

1. Reducing the need for the 
separation of children from their birth 
parents. 

2. Improving the timeliness and 
execution of permanent placement plans 
for children who must be removed from 
their own homes, and 
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3. Improving the quality and 
appropriateness of services to those 
children. 

Grants and Cooperative Agreements 

Grants are awards for research 
studies to eligible institutions in which 
the government Project Officer primarily 
monitors the project and provides 
consultation as necessary. 

Cooperative Agreements are awards 
for studies to eligible institutions in 
which the government works jointly 
with the investigators in realizing the 
project objectives. 

Under Pub. L. 95-224. dated February 
3,1977. ‘The Federal Grant and 
Cooperative Agreement Act of 1977*', 
states that a cooperative agreement 
shall be used as the legal instrument 
reflecting a relationship between 
Federal Government and a state or local 
government or other recipient whenever 

1. The principal purpose of the 
relationship is the transfer of money, 
property, services or anything of value 
to the State or local government or other 
recipient to accomplish a public purpose 
of support or stimulation authorized by 
Federal statute rather than acquisition 
by purchase, lease, or barter, of property 
or services for the direct benefit or use 
of the Federal Government; and 

2. Substantial involvement is 
anticipated between the executive 
agency acting for the Federal 
Government, and the State or local 
government or other recipient during 
performance of the contemplated 
activity. 

Number of A wards 

The Children's Bureau. 

Administration for Children. Youth and 
Families announces the availability of 
Fiscal year 1980 funds for research 
grants and for specific cooperative 
agreement efforts under the Child 
Welfare Research and Demonstration 
Program, as authorized by Section 426 of 
the Social Security Act. as amended. A 
separate grant(s) or cooperative 
agreement(s) will be awarded for each 
of the following objectives . 

• Objective One (Three Grants) 

The purpose of this effort is to identify 
and assess existing secondary 
prevention projects to alleviate the need 
for intensive social services such as 
foster care for children. Measures will 
be required to show which projects are 
practical, effective, economical and 
replicable. Specifically, grantees shall: 

(1) Describe and document the 
existing prevention program, including 
population served, services provided, 
role in community network, length of 
time in operation, and financial and 
staff resources. 


(2) Prepare a research design for 
assessing the effectiveness, costs and 
other resource requirements of the 
program. 

Secondary prevention relates to early 
intervention through the identification of 
incipient problems which may have 
serious impact for the child and family. 
The approach involves the selection of 
target groups and the provision of 
habilitative, supportive, educational, 
and neighborhood programs which 
enable families to form and maintain a 
nurturing environment for the child. 

• Objective Two (One Cooperative 
Agreement) 

Service Provision and Assessment 

The purpose of this cooperative 
agreement is to develop a system design 
which describes in detail the process of 
service provision and assessment 
specifically including: 

(1) Alternative approaches to 
implementation of written case service 
plans in an effective manner. 

(2) Resource management and 
coordination of services either directly, 
through purchase contracts, or 
supplementing services by use of 
collateral community resources. 

(3) Workload management involving 
allocation of cases to workers, and 
caseload handling by individual 
workers. 

(4) Delineation of the processes and 
intervals for review and assessment of 
the appropriateness of services being 
provided and progress of child or family 
toward case plan objectives. 

(5) Identification of the skills, 
qualifications and training needed for 
staff to deliver effective services. 

(6) Development of guidelines for 
determining when services should cease 
and the case closed. 

Cooperative Role of Recipient and 
Children's Bureau 

The recipient shall develop a detailed 
system design for the service provision 
and assessment component of a local 
social service agency, and at prescribed 
stages in the development of the design 
provide the Children's Bureau with 
project documentation. The 
documentation may include information 
flow diagrams, decision criteria, and 
other system specifications. 

The Children's Bureau will react to 
this documentation, and where 
appropriate provide professional 
guidance in the development of crucial 
elements to insure they are 
complementary to other components of 
the system design already completed. 

The Bureau will make available to the 
recipient all materials from previously 
funded system design efforts, and all 


pertinent training materials, 
performance standards, and other 
resources which might prove useful in 
the development of this system design 
component. 

• Objective Three (Two Cooperative 
Agreements) 

The goal of this cooperative 
agreement is to provide opportunities for 
technology transfer, to provide 
information and to employ those 
resources to support American Indian 
tribes and Indian organizations as they 
implement the provisions of the Indian 
Child Welfare Act of 1978 (Pub. L 95- 
606). Assistance and materials may also 
be provided to States and local county 
agencies as they respond to the new 
responsibilities assigned to them in Title 
I of the Act. 

Work will be apportioned into the 
following cooperative agreements: 

(1) The first agreement will: 

a. Collect, assess, and disseminate 
existing materials which may assist 
tribes, Indian organizations and States 
(including child welfare agencies and 
courts) to meet their new 
responsibilities resulting from the 
passage of the Indian Child Welfare Act. 

The Children's Bureau will assist the 
investigator in the identification of 
programs, tools and technologies as 
known to the Children's Bureau from 
previous projects and work in the area 
of Indian child welfare. 

b. Provide assistance to tribes and 
Indian organizations who wish to 
implement the Indian Child Welfare Act, 
based on the experiences and technical 
knowledge gained by the eight APS/ 
ANA demonstration projects, the 30 
Children's Bureau Regional Resource 
Centers, and national contractors. 

c. Work cooperatively with the 
Children's Bureau Regional Resource 
Centers, national contractors and 
grantee of the second cooperative 
agreement, described below, to assure 
that there is no duplication of effort, and 
to maximize the goals and intent of 
each. Applicant proposals should 
contain a plan for accomplishing this. 

The Children's Bureau will provide, on 
a continuous basis, current information 
regarding forthcoming grant 
announcements, contract solicitations, 
and general information regarding the 
agency's program directions and 
planning. 

(2) The second agreement will: 

a. Develop an advisory board 

consisting of American Indians and their 
selected representatives experienced in 
child welfare and social services. 

The Children's Bureau will assist and 
cooperate by participating in the 
identification of leadership to be invited 
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to serve on the advisory board and will 
participate in advisory board meetings. 

b. Utilize the advisory board to 
administer a sub-cooperative agreement 
program to states, tribes, and Indian 
organizations. The task of these sub- 
cooperative agreement programs will be 
to develop and disseminate new 
materials and guides to assist Indian 
tribes, Indian organizations, and states 

|including child welfare agencies and 
courts) in meeting their new 
responsibilities resulting from the 
passage of the Indian Child Welfare Act. 

The Children's Bureau will assist in 
the conceptualization and identification 
of specific materials and their contents; 
and in the development of a 
dissemination plan for the widest 
possible use of the material. 

c. Utilize the board to administer 
technical assistance, or technology 
transfer to states, tribes and Indian 
organizations. 

The Children's Bureau will assist in 
the development of the technical 
assistance and technology transfer 
strategies. The Children's Bureau will 
provide and reinforce linkages between 
the project and the activities of the 30 
Regional Resource Centers and national 
contractors operating in the program 
areas of foster care and adoption; child 
abuse and neglect prevention; and child 
welfare training and technical 
assistance. 

d. Work cooperatively with the 
Children's Bureau Regional Resource 
Centers, national contractors, and 
grantee of the first cooperative 
agreement described above, to assure 
that there is no duplication of effort, and 
to maximize the goals and intent of 
each. Applicant proposals should 
contain a plan for accomplishing this. 

• Objective Four (One Grant] 

The goal of this research solicitation 
is the improvement of policy formulation 
and program performance by developing 
planning models. It is expected that such 
models will enable state and local 
administrators to assess immediate and 
potential need, client demand and 
service provision, with resulting benefits 
to client children and their families. The 
design and conduct of research will 
necessarily reflect applicant 
understanding of 1) the process of 
planning; 2) the Impact of systematic 
planning on management functions; and 
3) the impact upon the ultimate scope 
and quality of services delivered to the 
clients. 

The grantee will be expected to: 

(1) Review the professional literature 
on corporate planning and government 
planning for authoritative studies on the 
process, structure and components of 
strategic planning. 


(2) Examine the differences between 
business and government goals and 
needs, then determine what a 
government social services planning 
model might apply from business 
models. 

(3) Investigate the forecasting and 
operational problems commonly 
encountered in child welfare services 
which could be analyzed with the help 
of strategic planning. 

(4) Adopt or develop new planning 
models for state administered and state 
supervised child welfare services. 

(5) Include a formative evaluation in 
the research plan and show how this 
will be applied in participating 
locations. 

(6) Develop a research utilization 
strategy to aid in the dissemination of 
planning techniques. 

This objective assumes that both 
management and good practice will 
benefit from the application of 
systematic planning. 

• Objective Five (One to Five Grants) 

The objective of this grant program is 
to provide for additional analyses of 
data resulting from the two national 
surveys based upon a probability 
sample of public social service agencies 
providing social services to children and 
their families and other supplementary 
data sources, and the preparation of 
scholarly reports which will make 
substantial contributions to the 
knowledge and understanding of social 
services for children and their families. 
The grants will be awarded for the 
further analyses of data utilizing the 
surveys' public use tape data flies and 
whatever collateral or supplementary 
data the investigator considers 
necessary for the study. Studies of 
social issues which impact policy issues 
and program development will be of 
particular interest. 

Currently, analyses of the data are 
underway in areas relating to school age 
parents; ethnic and racial minorities; 
purchase of services; client and 
caseworker characteristics and their 
relationship to provision of services; 
services to adolescents; factors 
influencing placement decisions; and 
services to the birth families for children 
in foster care. 

In addition, special studies are 
underway examining the intake systems 
and decision function of public social 
service agencies. Also, there is currently 
underway In the Office of Civil Rights a 
national survey relating to the racial and 
ethnic distribution of children in foster 
care by public county agencies. The 
data tape from this survey will also be 
available for analysis. 

These small grants provide an 
opportunity to use data collected from 


the National Survey of Social Services; 
the National Survey of Intake Processes; 
and the National Civil Rights Survey in 
conjunction with other primary and 
secondary data sources. 

• Objective Six (One Cooperative 
Agreement) 

The purpose of this objective is to 
study divorce mediation programs 
which are intended to prevent or 
alleviate harmful effects of custody 
disputes on the children involved. These 
programs assist families in pursuing a 
non-adversarial approach and self- 
determination of child custody 
arrangements which will be in best 
interests of their children. Recipients 
shall: 

(1) Identify for evaluation at least 
three model divorce mediation programs 
which have been in operation for two or 
more years. 

The Children's Bureau will assist the 
investigator in the selection of program 
models to be evaluated and will host 
briefings with program operators to 
secure understanding and commitment 
to participate. 

(2) Develop a three-year research plan 
based on successful service outcomes 
measured in terms of reduction of 
conflict and its impact on child 
adjustment, avoidance of post-divorce 
custody litigation, and maintenance of 
custody and visitation rights; impact on 
judicial custody decisions; and cost 
effectiveness as compared with 
traditional court intervention to 
determine custody and resolve disputes. 

The Children's Bureau will participate 
in the research plan development, 
contributing advice and assistance in 
the decision-making process. 

(3) Analyze the characteristics and 
components of successful mediation 
processes with respect to the role of 
therapy, counseling techniques, staff 
composition, both within the court 
systems and community-based programs 
independent of the court system. The 
Children's Bureau will participate in the 
research plan implementation with 
suggestions as to the use of experts in 
the fields of law and psychology and 
will participate in discussion forums. 

(4) Identify skills and training needed 
by mediators and describe the role and 
relationship between the mediator and 
the attorney in the mediation process. 

The Children’s Bureau will assist 
through promotion of agreement among 
attorneys, psychologists and counselors 
on roles and relationships and on their 
practical application in building a 
mediation process. 

(5) Develop recommendations for 
implementing a model divorce mediation 
network for families of all income levels, 
and of all cultural/ethnic backgrounds. 
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The Children's Bureau will assist in 
the development of the 
recommendations and will, with the 
recipient, implement a dissemination 
plan. 

• Objective Seven (One Cooperative 
Agreement) 

The purpose of this objective is to 
develop and implement a public 
education effort to promote full adoption 
by all states of provisions of the 
Uniform Child Custody Jurisdiction Act, 
which protects children from the 
harmful effects of child snatching and 
easy modifiability by one state of 
another state's custody decree by 
providing deterrents and prohibitions of 
these dubious practices. Recipients will: 

(1) Establish a National Task Force to 
provide leadership in examining data on 
implementation of Uniform Act statutes 
by the states, and to advise and 
participate in the planning and 
implementation of public education 
strategies to encourage passage of the 
Act in the 13 non-enacting states and 
better implementation of the Act's 
provisions by states already subscribing 
to the Act, The Children's Bureau will 
assist and cooperate by participating in 
the identification and selection of 
leadership to be invited to form a 
National Task Force, and will meet with 
the Task Force, at appropriate stages of 
project planning. 

(2) Conduct a two-year program of 
public education to transfer knowledge 
on the purpose and benefits of the Act 
through meetings and seminars for state 
policy makers, legislators, members of 
theiudiciary and the legal profession. 

The Children's Bureau's national and 
regional offices will cooperate by 
hosting the meetings, either in 
Washington or the field, by identifying 
speakers for the agenda and by assisting 
in the evaluation of the meetings. 

(3) Publish and disseminate a final 
report containing an analysis and 
comparison of state custody statutes, an 
interpretation of provisions of the 
Uniform Act and guidance for the use of 
states in achieving passage of the Act 
and in improving implementation of 
state statutes which are in accordance 
with the Act's philosophy and intent 

The Children's Bureau will cooperate 
in the development of the report and 
will cooperatively design and implement 
a dissemination plan for wide public 
consumption, including news media and 
professional journal materials. 

• Objective Eight (One to Four 
Grants) 

Proposed self-defined research 
projects which are directly related to 
advancing the understanding of child 
welfare issues or contributing to the 
improvement of current programs. 


These projects are expected to 
address significant issues related to 
child welfare through the application of 
rigorous scientific methodology to 
research. Projects may deal with 
specific components of the delivery 
system such as preventive/supportive 
services, foster care, etc. Or they may 
deal with functional aspects of the 
delivery system such as reception, 
intake, assessment, etc. Projects may 
address other basic issues affecting the 
well being of high risk children and their 
families including econometric, 
sociological and psychological studies. 

The project work plan should include 
the following: 

(1) Objectives and results or benefits 
expected: this portion of the proposal 
should briefly and clearly summarize , 
the broad issues and problems 
addressed by the research project in 
terms of its goals and objectives. It 
should also briefly summarize the 
results or benefits expected in terms of 
the knowledge to be generated and 
particularly its utility; 

(2) Background summary: prepare a 
synthesis of the critical literature 
relating to the research issue with 
appropriate citation of references; 

(3) Problem foundation and rationale: 
a formulation of the specific problem to 
be studied and the rationale for studying 
it; 

(4) Data acquisition: the nature of the 
data to be collected, the procedures for 
collecting data and the methods of 
analyses. Assurance should be provided 
that the data will be obtained and that 
the sampled children and families will 
participate; 

(5) A narrative explanation of 
scheduling for project start-up and other 
major activities, plus a timetable; 

(6) Time and effort chart: the specific 
tasks required to implement, conduct 
and complete the project with references 
to beginning and ending dates, 
milestones and persons-days of effort 
for the key staff should be described. 

Eligible Applicants 

Applicant eligibility for Objectives L 
II, III. IV, V. and VIII noted above are 
limited to public or other nonprofit 
institutions of higher learning; and to 
American Indian Tribes and 
organizations, and public and other non¬ 
profit organizations and agencies 
engaged in research, including state 
public agencies. For Objectives VI and 
VII, eligible applicants must be engaged 
in the research and study of family law 
and social issues related to the family, 
and/or of passage of uniform divorce 
and custody laws, including family court 
agencies, legal advocacy service 
programs, schools of law, institutions of 


higher learning, and non-profit agencies 
and commissions. 

Available Funds 

Of the total Child Welfare Research 
and Demonstration grant appropriation 
of $14,700,000 in Fiscal Year 1980. the 
Program Development and Innovation 
Division of the Children's Bureau expect 
to award, based upon the availability of 
funds , about $1,074,000 for the eight 
program efforts as follows: 

Grants and Cooperativo Agreements 

Objective I: Child Welfare Secondary' 
Prevention Projects Assessment 

Three grants will be supported, if 
approved for a two year period at an 
annual Federal amount of $75,000 each 
year per grant 

Objective II: Development of a 
Detailed Design for Service Provision 
and Assessment 

One cooperative agreement will be 
supported by this project for a two year 
period at $75,000 the first year and 
$100,000 for the second year. 

Objective III: Technology Transfer to 
Assist in the implementation of the 
Indian Child Welfare Act of 1978 

Two cooperative agreements will be 
awarded by this project 

One cooperative agreement for a three 
year period at $50,000 per year. 

One cooperative agreement for a three 
year period at $150,000 the first year of 
which $80,000 will be administered in 
ten subcooperative agreements to states, 
tribes, and Indian organizations. 

And $200,000 for years two and three 
of which $120,000 will be administered 
in twelve subcooperative agreements to 
state, tribes, and Indian organizations 
each year. 

Objective IV: Identify or Develop and 
Test Child Welfare Planning Models 

One grant will be awarded for this 
project for a period of two years with 
$75,000 in the first year and up to 
$100,000 for year two. 

Objective V: Analysis of Selected 
Child Welfare Issues Using Data from 
National Surveys and from Secondary 
and Primary Sources 

One to five grants for this project will 
be awarded for a period of 12 months at 
an average of $13,000 per grant. 

Objective VI: Assessment of Divorce 
Mediation Service Programs as 
Alternatives to Adversarial Methods of 
Determining and Settling Custody Issues 

One cooperative agreement will be 
supported by this project for a three 
year period at $200,000 per year. 

Objective VII: Develop and Implement 
Public Education Measures to Facilitate 
Adoption by All States of the Uniform 
Child Custody Jurisdiction Act 
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One cooperative agreement will be 
awarded by this project for a two year 
period at $75,000 per year. 

Objective VIII: Field-Initiated 
Research Relating to Child Welfare 
Issues 

One to four grants will be awarded for 
this project for a period of 12 to 36 
months with an initial annual funding of 
a combined total of $159,000. 

Crantee Share of Research Project 

Grantees must share in the coBt of the 
research grants. It is generally expected 
that the grantees will provide at least 
five percent of total project costs, except 
in the case of the small grants, where 
the share is expected to be much 
greater. Grantee contributions must be 
project related and may be in cash or in 
kind and allowable under the 
Department's regulation under Subpart 
G and Q in 45 CFR Part 74 (43 FR 34076, 
August 2,1978). 

A vailability of Funds 

If funds are not available in FY1980, 
approved applications will be deferred 
for funding in FY 1981. 

The Application Process 

• Availability of Application Forms 

In order to be considered for a grant 

under the Child Welfare Research 
Grants Program, an application must be 
submitted on forms supplied and in the 
manner prescribed by the 
Administration for Children. Youth and 
Families. Application kits which contain 
the prescribed application forms and 
information for the applicant may be 
obtained from: Children's Bureau, 
Administration for Children. Youth and 
Families. Program Development and 
Innovation Division. P.O. Box 1182, 
Washington, D.C. 20013, Attention: 
Charles P. Gershenson. Telephone: (202) 
755-7447, Number 13608-801. 

• Application Submission 

The prescribed application forms must 
be executed by an individual authorized 
to act for the applicant agency and to 
assume for the agency the obligations 
imposed by the terms and conditions of 
the financial assistance award. One 
signed original and two copies of the 
application, including all attachments, 
are required. Five additional copies are 
requested to expedite the review 
process. The original and the additional 
copies may be mailed or hand-delivered 
to: Department of Health, Education, 
and Welfare. Office of Human 
Development Services, Hubert R 
Humphrey Building, Grants 
Management Branch. Room 345-F, 200 
Independence Avenue. S.W., 
Washington. D.C. 20201. (Attention: 
Mary White). 


Hand-delivered applications are 
accepted during normal working hours 
of 9:00 a.m. to 5:30 pm. (EDT). Monday 
through Friday. 

• A-G5 Notification Process 

This grant program is exempt from the 
requirements of A-95 Notification 
Process. 

• Application Consideration 

The Commissioner for Children. Youth 
and Families determines the final action 
to be taken with respect to each 
application. Applications which do not 
conform to this announcement, or are 
not complete, or do not meet the 
deadline will not be accepted for 
consideration and will be returned to 
the applicant without review. 

Otherwise, all applications will be 
considered for funding. All accepted 
applications will be subjected to a 
competitive review and evaluation by 
persons independent of the program 
office who are experts in the area of 
child welfare research and services to 
children and their families, psychology, 
and in other professional fields directly 
related to this effort The review results 
in a list of recommendations which 
supplement and assist the 
Commissioner's consideration of the 
competing applications. The 
Commissioner also takes into account 
the comments of the HEW Regional and 
headquarters program offices. 

Comments on the applications may also 
be requested from appropriate 
specialists and consultants both within 
and outside the government. 

After the Commissioner has decided 
either to disapprove or not fund a 
competing grant application, the 
unsuccessful applicant will be notified 
by letter of that decision. The letter will 
include an explanation of the reasons 
for disapproval or nonfunding or will 
indicate that an explanation may be 
obtained upon request. 

The Commissioner for Children. Youth 
and Families makes financial assistance 
awards consistent with the purposes of 
the legislation and program 
announcements within the limits of 
Federal funds available for the purpose 
of supporting research projects. The 
official grant award document is the 
Notice of Financial Assistance Awarded 
(NFAA). The NFAA sets forth in writing 
to the recipient the amount of funds 
awarded, the purpose of the grant or 
cooperative agreement, the terms and 
conditions of the award, the effective 
date of the award, the budget period for 
which support is given, and the total 
recipient share expected. The initial 
award also specifies the total project 
period for which support is 
contemplated, although support beyond 
the first year is dependent upon the 


grantee's satisfactory progress and the 
availability of funds. 

Criteria for Review and Evaluation of 
Applications 

Objective One: Child Welfare 
Secondary Prevention Projects 
Assessment —Grants 

• Identification and description of 
secondary prevention program including 
program objectives, target population, 
services provided, and number of years 
program has been in existence —25 
points . 

• Scientific merit and feasibility of 
research design including study 
problems or hypotheses, sample size, 
use of control or comparative groups, 
design framework, process and outcome 
measures to be used, methods for 
obtaining necessary data, and analytical 
approach— 30 points. 

• Applicant organization has adequate 
facilities and resources. Project 
personnel are well qualified with 
respect to education and experience to 
carry out assigned responsibilities and 
there is an identified project director 
who has made a commitment to provide 
at least 50% of his or her time to this 
project. Grantee organization must have 
the experience, knowledge, and 
resources to accomplish the project 
objectives. —25 points. 

• Written statements from 
participating agencies, institutions and 
consultants are included which attest to 
their agreement and availability— 10 
points. 

• The estimated cost to the 
government is reasonable considering 
the anticipated results— 10points 
Objective Two: Development of a 

Detailed Design for Service 
Provision and Assessment — 
Cooperative Agreement 

• The proposed procedures or work 
program are capable of achieving the 
stated project objectives— Wpoints. 

The project personnel are well 
qualified and applicant organization has 
adequate facilities and resources —30 
points. 

Participating agencies, institutions 
and consultants shall have presented 
written statements which attest to their 
agreement and availability— 20points. 

The estimated cost to the government 
is reasonable considering the 
anticipated results, with documentation 
of costs presented in a detailed budget 
for each phase of the effort— 10points. 
Objective Three: Technology Transfer 
to Assist in the Implementation of • 
the Indian Child Welfare Act of 
1073 —Cooperative Agreements 

• Project framework is capable of 
achieving the specific program 
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objectives defined in the program 
announcement 

Evidence of understanding: 

Indian culture and mores: relationship 
to public agencies and Indian tribes: 
good child welfare practice: technical 
assistance: child welfare delivery 
systems: traning methodologies: Indian 
Child Welfare Act of 1978— 20points. 

• Proposed procedures, if well 
executed, are capable of attaining 
project objectives. Technical content of 
proposal includes: 

Plan for involvement of Indians in 
operation of project: training 
methodologies: good child welfare 
practices: identification of effective 
child welfare programs: dissemination 
and utilization principles— 35points. 

• Project personnel are well qualified 
and the applicant organization has 
adequate facilities and resources. 

Personnel have knowledge of: 

Child welfare operations at state and 
local levels: good child welfare 
practices: negotiation skills; system 
development and linkages; technical 
assistance; training seminars. 

Organizational experience: 

Familiarity with Indian cultures and 
mores; familiarity with good child 
welfare practices and programs; 
familiarity with concepts of technology 
transfers; familiarity with training 
methodologies— 35 points. 

• Estimated cost to the Government 
of the project is reasonable considering 
the anticipated results— 10points. 
Objective Four Identify or Develop and 

Test Child Welfare Planning 
Models —Grant 

• Clear exposition of the issues to be 
examined. Project framework and 
objectives are capable of achieving the 
specific program objectives defined in 
the Program Announcement— 30points. 

• Methodology for developing 
planning models suited to social service 
planning. Proposed procedures, if well 
executed are capable of attaining 
project objectives— 35points. 

• Availability of skills and experience 
of project staff, including Project 
Director, in technology of management 
and in social service administration. 
Project personnel are well qualified and 
the applicant organization has or will 
have adequate facilities and resources— 
25 points. 

• Estimated cost to the Government 
of the project is reasonable considering 
the anticipated results— 10points. 
Objective Five: Analysis of Selected 

Child Welfare Issues Using Data 
from National Surveys and from 
Secondary and Primary Sources— 
Grants 


• Clarity of conceptual framework 
and project objectives which are 
capable of achieving the specific 
program objectives defined in the 
Program Announcement— 20points. 

• Description of data elements to be 
used in the study including those 
available from the National Surveys and 
other secondary sources, and those 
specific data elements which will be 
generated by the investigator— 30 
points. 

• Analytic procedures to be used and 
identification of anticipated problems in 
use of data sources and plans to resolve 
these problems— 25points. 

• Applicant organization has 
adequate facilities and resources. The 
identified project director is qualified. A 
doctoral candidate who has completed 
all requisite course work may be the 
project director. Assurance is provided 
that the study will be completed within 
12 months after the grant award. No 
application will be accepted without this 
assurance— 15 points. 

• The estimated cost to the 
Government is reasonable considering 
the anticipated results— 10points. 

Objective Six: Assessment of Divorce 
Mediation Service Programs as 
Alternatives to Adversarial 
Methods of Determining and 
Settling Custody Issues — 
Cooperative Agreement 

All competing cooperative agreement 
applications will be reviewed and 
evaluated against the following criteria: 

• The proposed procedures or work 
program are capable of achieving the 
specific cooperative agreement objective 
as defined in this announcement and in 
the Program Guidance contained in the 
Application Kit— 45points. 

• Applicant organization has 
adequate facilities and resources. 

Project personnel are well qualified with 
respect to education and experience to 
carry out assigned responsibilities and 
there is an identified Project Director 
who has made a commitment to provide 
at least 50% of his or her time to this 
project: and there should be an 
identified plan for participation of 
specialists in fields related to this issue, 
such as public education, law and media 
specialists— 35 points. 

• Written statements from 
participating agencies and individuals 
attesting to their interest and 
availability— 10 points. 

• The estimated cost to the 
government is reasonable considering 
the anticipated results with 
documentation of costs presented in a 
detailed budget for each phase of the 
effort— 10 points. 


Objective Seven: Develop and 
Implement Public Education 
Measures to Facilitate Adoption by 
All States of the Uniform Child 
Custody Jurisdiction Act — 
Cooperative Agreement 

• The proposed procedures or work 
program are capable of achieving the 
specific cooperative agreement program 
objectives as defined in this 
announcement and in the Program 
Guidance contained in the Application 
Kit— 45 points. 

• Applicant organization has 
adequate facilities and resources. 

Project personnel are well qualified with 
respect to education and experience to 
carry out assigned responsibilities; and 
there is an identified Project Director 
who has made a commitment to provide 
at least 50% of his or her time to this 
project In addition there should be a 
full-time staff person assigned 
administrative responsibility and a plan 
for participation of specialists in Helds 
related to this project such as 
psychology, mental health, law. child 
welfare, and child development. 

a. Resumes for each staff member and 
consultant proposed. 

b. Written job descriptions of each 
salaried staff member— 35 points. 

• Written statements from 
participating agencies, institutions and 
consultants shall be included which 
attest to their agreement and 
availability— 10 points . 

• The estimated cost to the 
government is reasonable considering 
the anticipated results, with 
documentation of costs presented in a 
detailed budget for each phase of the 
effort— 10 points. 

Objective Eight: Field Initiated 

Research Relating to Child Welfare 
Issues —Grants 

All competing grant applications will 
be reviewed and evaluated against the 
following criteria: 

• The proposed procedures or work 
program are capable of achieving the 
stated objectives of the research project 
The stated objectives must be related to 
the broad goal of improving the child 
welfare services delivery system or to 
understanding a significant child 
welfare issue— 45 points. 

• Applicant organization has adequate 
facilities and resources. Project 
personnel are well qualified with 
respect to education and experience to 
carry out assigned responsibilities; and 
there is an identified project director 
who has made a commitment to provide 
at least 50% of his or her time to this 
project— 35 points. 

• Written statements from 
participating agencies, institutions or 
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consultants are included which attest to 
their agreement and availability —10 

points. 

• The estimated cost to the 
government is reasonable considering 
the anticipated results— 10points. 

Closing Date for Receipt of Application 

The closing date for receipt of 
applications under this program 
announcement is May 19.1980. An 
application will be considered to have 
arrived by this closing date if: 

1. The application was sent by 
registered mail by not later than May 19. 
1980 as evidenced by the U.S. Postal 
Service postmark, unless the mailed 
application arrives too late to be 
considered by the independent review 
panel. 

2. The application is hand-delivered 
and received by the Office of Human 
Development Services receiving office 
on or before May 19.1980. Normal 
working hours are 9:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m. 
(EOT). Monday through Friday. Hand- 
delivered applications received after 
this deadline will not be considered and 
will be returned to the applicant 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Number 13.606—Child Welfare 
Research and Demonstration Grants 
Program) 

Dated: March 14.1980. 

John A. Calhoun, 

Commissioner for Children , Youth and 
Families . 

Approved: March 14. I960. 

Warren Master, 

Acting Assistant Secretary for Human 
De veJopment Services . 

[FR Doc to-s&ro Fifed S-IS-SQ; *45 am) 

BILLING COOC 4! 10-42-41 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Office of Secretary 
(Docket No. N-60-9S6] 

Privacy Act of 1974; New System of 
Records 

agency: Department of Housing and 
Urban Development 
action: Notification of new system of 
records. 


summary: The Department is giving 
notice of a new system of records it 
intends to maintain which is subject to 
the Privacy Act of 1974. 
effective date: The system shall 
become effective without further notice 
on April 19.1960. unless comments are 
received on or before that date which 
would result in a contrary 
determination. 


address: Rules Docket Clerk, Room 
5218, Department of Housing and Urban 
Development, 451 Seventh Street SW. t 
Washington. D.C. 20410. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Robert English. Department Privacy Act 
Officer. Telephone 202-557-0805. This Is 
not a toll-free number. 
supplementary information: The 
system is the Secretary’s 
Correspondence Control System (HUD/ 
DEPT-63) which will contain 
information (correspondent’s name, title, 
return address, date and subject of 
letter, and response status) on 
individuals who have corresponded 
with the Secretary or Under Secretary, 
and individuals whose correspondence 
has been referred by the White House, 
other Executive agencies, or members of 
Congress to the Secretary or Under 
Secretary for response. A new system 
report was filed with the Speaker of the 
House, the President of the Senate and 
the Office of Management and Budget 
on February 15,1980. The prefatory 
statement containing General Routine 
Uses applicable to all of the 
Department's systems of records was 
published at 44 FR 72288 (December 13, 
1979). Appendix A, which lists the 
addresses of HUD’s field offices was 
published at 44 FR 72307 (December 13. 
1979) and supplemented at 45 FR 6479 
(January 28.1980). 

HUD/Dept-63 
SYSTEM NAME: 

Secretary’s Correspondence Control 
System. 

SYSTEM LOCATION: 

Headquarters. 

CATEGORIES OF INDIVIDUALS COVEREO BY THE 
SYSTEM: 

(a) individuals who correspond with 
the Secretary or the Under Secretary, (b) 
Individuals whose correspondence has 
been referred by the White House, other 
Executive agencies, or Members of 
Congress to the Secretary or Under 
Secretary for response. 

CATEGORIES OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM: 

Correspondence identification 
(correspondent's name, address, 
organization, title, control number, date 
of letter, subject): status or response 
within the Department (office assigned, 
date due. current disposition); may 
include original correspondence. 
Department's response, referral letters, 
name and identification of person 
referring the correspondence, and copies 
of any enclosures. 


AUTHORITY FOR MAINTENANCE OF THE 

system: 

Section 7(d) of the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1965. Pub. L 89-174. 

ROUTINE USES OF RECORDS MAINTAINED IN 
THE SYSTEM INCLUDING CATEGORIES OF USERS 
ANO THE PURPOSES OF SUCH USES: 

See Routine Uses paragraphs or 
prefatory statement Other routine uses: 
None. 

POLICIES AND PRACTICES FOR STORING* 
RETRIEVING, ACCESSING, RETAINING, ANO 
DISPOSING OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM: 

storage: 

In file folders, on microfiche and on 
magnetic disc/tape. 

RETRIEV ABILITY: 

Name, control number, name of 
person referring correspondence, return 
address on letters, organization name, 
title, date of letter, subject of letter, 
office assigned, date due, current 
disposition. 

safeguards: 

Manual files and microfiche are kept 
in folders and accessed only by 
authorized personnel, computer records 
are maintained in a secure area with 
access restricted to authorized 
personnel. 

retention and disposal: 

All files are maintained in the 
Executive Secretariat for three years 
and then are retained/disposed of in 
accordance with HUD Handbook 225.6, 
Schedule 62, dated March. 1976. All 
computerized information is maintained 
on magnetic disc for one year, then is 
copied to magnetic tape and stored In a 
secure location. 

SYSTEM MANAGER(S) ANO ADDRESS: 

Director, Office of Organization and 
Management Information, Department 
of Housing and Urban Development. 451 
Seventh Street S.W., Washington, D.C 
20410. 

NOTIFICATION PROCEDURE: 

For Information, assistance, or inquiry 
about existence of records, contact the 
Privacy Act Officer at the Headquarters 
location, in accordance with 24 CFR Part 
16. This location is given in Appendix A, 

RECORD ACCESS PROCEDURES: 

The Department's rules for providing 
access to records to the individual 
concerned appear in 24 CFR Part 16. If 
additional information or assistance is 
required, contact the Privacy Act Officer 
at the Headquarters location. This 
location is given in Appendix A. 
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CONTI STING RECORD PROCEDURES: 

The Department's rules for contesting 
the contents of records and appealing 
initial denials, by the individual 
concerned, appear in 24 CFR Part 10. If 
additional information or assistance is 
needed, it may be obtained by 
contacting: (i) In relation to contesting 
contents of records, the Privacy Act 
Officer at the Headquarters location. 
This location is given in Appendix A. (ii) 
in relation to appeals of initial denials, 
the HUD Departmental Privacy Appeals 
Officer, Office of General Counsel 
Department of Housing and Urban 
Development, 451 Seventh Street, SW„ 
Washington, D.C. 20410. 

RECORO SOURCE CATEGORIES: 

Subject, referral source, Department 
employees involved in processing the 
correspondence. 

(5 U.S.C 552a. 8fl Stat. 1096; sec. 7(d). 
Department of HUD Act (42 U.S.G 3535(d))) 
Issued at Washington. D.C, March 14. I960. 
William A Medina, 

Assistant Secretary for Administration. 

(TO Doc ftVMoo Filed V 10-40 M3 •»] 

BILUNG COOE 4210-01-41 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 

Irrigation Operation and Maintenance 
Charges; Water Charges and Related 
Information; Wind River Irrigation 
Project, Wyo. 

This notice of operation and 
maintenance rates and related 
information is published under the 
authority delegated by the Secretary of 
the Interior to the Assistant Secretary— 
Indian Affairs in 230 DMI and 
redelegated by the Assistant 
Secretary—Indian Affairs to the Area 
Directors in 10 B1AM 3. The authority to 
issue regulations is vested in the 
Secretary of the Interior by 5 U.S.C. 301 
and Sections 463 and 465 of the Revised 
Statutes (25 U.S.C. 2 and 9), and also 
under 25 CFR 191.1(e). 

Pursuant to final rule published on 
June 14.1977. in 42 FR 30361, this notice 
set 9 forth changes to the operation and 
maintenance charges and related 
information applicable on trust land, 
LeClair Irrigation District Wind River 
Irrigation Project. Wyoming. These 
charges were proposed pursuant to the 
authority contained in the Acts of 
August 1,1914. and March 7.1928 (38 
Stat. 583. 25 U.S.C 385; 45 Stat. 210, 25 
U.S.C. 387). 

Interested persons were given 30 days 
in which to submit written comments, 
views or arguments regarding the 


proposed rates and related provisions. 
Only one written comment was received 
during the 30-day comment period. This 
comment did not present any 
substantive information which would 
lead to the revision of the proposed 
change. 

In compliance with the above, the 
operation and maintenance charges for 
the lands under Wind River Irrigation, 
Wyoming for the calendar year 1979 and 
subsequent years until further notice, 
are hereby fixed at $5.60 per acre for the 
assessable area under the constructed 
works on the diminished Wind River 
Project and at $9.50 per acre for all 
irrigable trust patent Indian land which 
lies within the Ceded Wind River 
Irrigation Project (LeClair Irrigation 
District). 

Alonzo T. Spang, Sr, 

Superintendent , Wind River Agency. 

(TO Doc m-SH* rM VI0-40. MS mb) 

BILLING COOC 4310-02-41 


Bureau of Land Management 

District Grazing Advisory Board, 
Susanvllle, Calif.; Meeting 

Notice is hereby given in accordance 
with Pub. I.. 92-463 that a meeting of the 
SusanvilJe District Grazing Advisory 
Board will be held on April 22.1980. 

The meeting will begin at lOflO a.m. in 
the California Pines Lodge, County Road 
71. Alturas. California. 

The agenda for the meeting will 
include: 

1. Comments to the board by BLM 
California State Director, Jim Ruch. 

2. Explanation of District Policy on 
Project Maintenance and Contributions. 

3. How and when advisory board 
funds will be used for predator control. 

4. Status of Wilderness Study Area 
Program. 

5. Status of Surprise/Wamcr 
Stewardship Program. 

6. Status of Wild Horse Program. 

7. Potential projects for use of 
advisory board funds. 

The meeting is open to the public. 
Interested persons may make oral 
statements to the Board between 3:30 
and 4:30 p.m. or file a written statement 
for the Board's consideration. Anyone 
wishing to make an oral statement must 
notify the District Manager, Bureau of 
Land Management. P.O. Box 1090, 
Susanville. California 96130, by April 16, 
1980. Depending on the number of 
persons wishing to make oral 
statements, a per person list limit may 
be established. 

Summary minutes of the Board 
Meeting will be maintained in the 
District Office and will be available for 


public inspection and reproduction 
(during regular business hours) within 30 
days following the meeting. 

Harman Kast, 

Acting District Manager. 

(TO Doc avtou Filad 3-ia-aot a as mb) 

BILLING COOE 4310-44-44 


Outer Continental Shelf Advisory 
Board North Atlantic Technical 
Working Group; Meeting 

Notice of this meeting is issued in 
accordance with the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (Pub. L 92-463). 

Name: North Atlantic Technical Working 
Croup 

Date: April 15.1960 

Place: The Venetian Room. The Copley Plaza 
Hotel Boston. Mass. 

Time: 9:30 ajn. to 3:30 p.m. 

Committee membership consists of 
representatives from federal agencies, 
the coastal states from Maine through 
New Jersey, the petroleum industry, and 
other interests. 

Agenda: Discussion of OCS oil and gas 
transportation planning: recommendations 
for OCS Lease Sale #52 tentative tract 
selection; public comment period (2:30 to 
3:30). 

The meeting will be open to the 
ublic. Public attendance may be limited 
y the space available. Persons wishing 
to make oral presentations to the 
Committee regarding matters on the 
agenda should contact Dick 
Wilderroann of the New York OCS 
Office (212-264-1061) by April 8. 

Written statements should be submitted 
by April 22 to the New York OCS Office, 
Bureau of Land Management. 28 Federal 
Plaza, Suite 32-120, New York, New 
York 10007. 

Minutes of the meeting will be 
available for public inspection and 
copying by June 10.1980 at the above 
address. 

Frank BosiJe, 

Manager New York OCS Office . 

[TO Dec. B0-4S17 Filed vio-art M5 an) 

BILLING COOE 4310-44-44 


( 0 - 910 ) 

Utah; Final Wilderness Decisions in 
Effect on Units In the Overthrust Belt 

aoemcy: Bureau of Land Management. 
Interior. 

action: Notice._ 

summary: This notice announces that 
the wilderness inventory decisions on 
units within the Overthrust Belt became 
effective March 7.1980 as published in 
the February 6.1980 Federal Register 
Notice, Volume 45. No. 28. page 8165. 
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Formal protests were not filed during 
the protest period, therefore, the 
decision is now In effect on those units. 
The decisions are as follows: UT-040- 
136, approximately 9,900 acres; UT-04O- 

269, approximately 916 acres; UT-040- 

270, approximately 523 acres; UT-040- 

271, approximately 147 acres; UT-040- 

272, approximately 598 acres; UT-040- 

273, approximately 1,354 acres; and UT- 
040-124. an interstate unit with Nevada, 
approximately 21,063 acres are dropped 
from further wilderness consideration. 
Management restrictions imposed by 
Section 603 of FLPMA will no longer 
apply. Unit UT-040-123, an interstate 
unit with Nevada of approximately 
10.568 acres in Utah, is identified as a 
Wilderness Study Area. Management 
restrictions imposed by Section 603 of 
FLPMA will be in effect, 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Kent Biddulph. BLM Utah State Office 
[801) 524-5328. 

Dated* March 10.1960. 

Gary J. Wicks, 

State Director. 

IFR Doc #112 Fifed S-tt-OQ: #.49 cm) 

BILLING coot 4310-#4-« 


[ORE 047591 

Oregon; Order Providing for Opening 
of Public Land 

1. Pursuant to the Act of June 14,1926 
(44 StaL 741), as amended and 
supplemented (43 U.S.C. 809 et sec.), the 
following land has been voluntarily 
reconveyed to the United States: 

Willamette Meridian 

T. 17 a. R. 13 R. 

Sec. 17, NEWNWW. 

The area described contains 40 acres 
in Deschutes County, Oregon. 

2. The subject land is located 
approximately seven miles northeast of 
the City of Bend. Elevation averages 
3,600 feet above sea level, and the 
topography varies from generally flat to 
moderately rolling. Vegetation consists 
primarily of sagebrush, juniper, and 
native grasses. In the past, the land has 
been used for solid waste disposal 
purposes, and it will be managed, 
together with adjoining public lands, for 
multiple use management 

3. At 10:00 a.m. on April 18,1980, the 
land will be open to operation of the 
public land laws, subject to valid 
existing rights, the provisions of existing 
withdrawals, and the requirements of 
applicable law. All applications 
received at or prior to 10:00 a.m. on 
April 18,1980. shall be considered as 
simultaneously filed at that time. Those 


received thereafter shall be considered 
in the order of filing. 

4. At 10:00 a.m. on April 18.1980, the 
land will be open to location under the 
United States mining laws. The land has 
been and continues to be open to 
applications and offers under the 
mineral leasing laws. 

5. Inquiries concerning the land should 
be addressed to the Chief. Branch of 
Lands and Minerals Operations, Bureau 
of Land Management. P.O. Box 2965, 
Portland. Oregon 9720Q. 

Harold A Bereoda, 

Chief, Branch of Lands and Minerals 
Operations. 

March 13.1980. 

)FR Doc- m-OSUl FU«d 3-l#-#0t #44 am) 

BILLING CODE 43ICV-64-4I 


National Park Service 

Chattahoochee River National 
Recreation Area; General Management 
Plan—Georgia; Notice of Intent 

This announcement is to provide 
public information that the National 
Park Service will prepare a draft 
environmental statement on the 
proposed general management plan for 
Chattahoochee River National 
Recreation Area. Georgia. 

The general management plan is the 
parkwide plan for meeting the 
management objectives for the park. It 
charts a long-range strategy for resource 
management visitor use, and 
development at a level of detail that will 
facilitate implementation of proposed 
actions. 

If you or your organization need 
additional information or wish to 
provide information for consideration 
during preparation of the statement 
please advise the Regional Director, 
Southeast Region, National Park 
Service, 75 Spring Street S.W., Atlanta, 
Georgia 30303. 

Dated: March 7,1960. 

Neal G. Guse. |r„ 

Acting Regional Director. 

[FR Doc 60-6543 FUad S-l»40t #45 an] 

BILLING COOC 43 >0-70-44 


Availability of Final General 
Management Plan; Grant-Kohrs Ranch 
National Historic Site 

Notice is hereby given that a General 
Management Plan for Grant-Kohrs 
Ranch National Historic Site has been 
approved and is available for 
distribution. 

Congress established Grant-Kohrs 
Ranch National Historic Site on August 
25.1972 (Public Law 92-406), “to provide 
an understanding of the frontier cattle 


era of the Nation's history, to preserve 
the Grant-Kohrs Ranch, and to interpret 
the nationally significant values thereof 
for the benefit and inspiration of future 
generations." 

The General Management Plan 
identifies and evaluates objectives of 
management to achieve these purposes 
and relates these basic concepts to the 
management and development of the 
historic site for visitor use. 

Anyone wishing additional 
information and/or copies of the 
General Management Plan should 
contact the Superintendent, Grant-Kohrs 
Ranch National Historic Site. P.O. Box 
799. Deer Lodge, Montana 59722. 

Copies of the plan may also be 
obtained from the Rocky Mountain 
Regional Office. National Park Service, 
655 Parfet Street. P.O. Box 25287, 

Denver, Colorado 80225. 

Dated: March 7, I960. 

fame# B. Thompson. 

Acting Regional Director, Rocky Mountain 
Region. 

(FR Doc: 00-6542 Fifed 3-MMK* #49 ftBiJ 
BILLING COOC 43 TO-70-41 


Land Acquisition of Highway Rlght-of- 
Way for U.S. 101 Redwood National 
Park, California; Intent To Prepare 
Environmental Impact Statement 

Notice is hereby given that, in 
accordance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, the 
U.S. Department of Interior. National 
Park Service is preparing an 
environmental impact statement jointly 
with thp California Department of 
Transportation and Federal Highway 
Administration to analyze impacts 
regarding the development of a bypass 
for U.S. 101 required by Public Law 95- 
250. Section 101(a)(5). 

The statement will assess potential 
environmental Impacts associated with 
the designated bypass from a point 
south of Prairie Creek Redwood State 
Park through the drainage of May Creek 
and Boyes Creek extending along the 
eastern boundary of Prairie Creek 
Redwood State Park within Humboldt 
and Del Norte Counties. 

Scoping has been underway since 
April. 1979, as a result of public 
meetings, workshops, field trips and 
other public participation. Consolidation 
with California Department of Parks and 
Recreation is also ongoing. Coordination 
will continue to be pursued with all 
interested parties and agencies 
concerned with resources and 
recreation. 

All interested agencies, organizations, 
or individuals are invited to submit 
comments or suggestions for 
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consideration in the preparation of the 
draft environmental statement. The 
availability of the completed document 
will be announced in the Federal 
Register and additional public 
comments will be solicited. Those who 
desire to submit comments or 
suggestions should direct them to Mr. 
John A. Sacklin. Environmental 
Specialist Redwood National Park, P.O. 
Box SS. Areata. California 95521. or Mr. 
David Eyres. District Engineer. FHWA, 
P.O. Box 1915. Sacramento. California 
95805. by July. 1980. 

Dated: March 11,1960. 

Howard H. Chapman. 

Regional Director, Western Region. 

|FR Doc. 8D-4&41 Filed MHft 0.43 «e>] 

BILUMQ COOC 4310-7041 


INTERNATIONAL BOUNDARY AND 
WATER COMMISSION UNITED 
STATES AND MEXICO 

Microwave Communications System 
Between Amlstad Dam and Pearsall, 
Tex.; Intent Not to Prepare an 
Environmental Impact Statement 

Pursuant to Section 102(2)(C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1989, the Council on Environmental 
Quality Regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500- 
1508) and the United States Section's 
Proposed Procedures (44 FR 61665, 
October 28,1979); the United States 
Section gives notice that an 
environmental impact statement will not 
be prepared for the Microwave 
Communications System Between 
Amistad Dam and Pearsall. Texas. 

The United States hydroelectric 
generating plant at Amistad Dam on Rio 
Grande in Val Verde County. Texas is 
under construction. The final E1S for the 
Amistad Hydroelectric Plant, November 
1976 covers all the major features of the 
Project Subsequently, during design of 
the facilities, consideration has been 
given to the remote operation of the 
Amistad Power Plant from Pearsall, 
Texas, the primary generating station 
and control center for the Medina 
Electric Cooperative. 

The proposed action includes 
construction of three new microwave 
stations with free standing towers at 
Amistad Dam. near Brackettville, and 
near Frio Town. Existing towers at Del 
Rio, Brackettville. Uvalde and Pearsall 
will be used. Appropriate Federal and 
State agencies and conservation 
associations were contacted concerning 
the proposed action and requested to 
provide suggestions and information. An 
environmental assessment was 
prepared, which concluded that there 
would be no significant impact to the 


human environment. A copy of the 
Environmental Assessment, of this 
Notice and of the Negative Declaration 
has been forwarded to the 
Environmental Protection Agency. A 
copy of these documents are on Hie and 
may be reviewed by contacting Mr. 
Frauk P. Fullerton. Legal Adviser. United 
States Section. International Boundary 
and Water Commission, 4110 Rio Bravo, 
200 IBWC Building. El Paso, Texas 
79902, telephone FTS 572-7393 or 
commercial 915-543-7393. A limited 
number of copies of the environmental 
assessment are available to fill single 
copy requests at the above address. 

No administrative action on 
implementation of proposal will be 
taken until April 30.1980. 

Dated: March 17,1980. 

Frank P. Fullerton, 

Legal Adviser, International Boundary and 
Water Commission, United States Section . 
United States end Mexico. 

(TO Doc SM60O Pllad 3-1*-OOt&45 am) 

0ILL1MQ COOC 4710-0>4I 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

(Docket No. AB-6 (Sub-No. 51F)1 

Burlington Northern lnc. t 
Abandonment and Discontinuance of 
Service in Mineral County, Mont, and 
Shoshone County, Idaho; Findings 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to 49 
U.S.C. 10903 that by a decision decided 
June 15,1979, which is administratively 
final was made by the Commission. 
Review Board Number 5, stating that the 
present and future public convenience 
and necessity permit the abandonment 
by the Burlington Northern Inc. of its 
line of railroad extending from milepost 
19.57 near Haugan. MT. to milepost 49.07 
near Mullan. ID. and discontinuance of 
service over its line extending from 
milepost 49.07 near Mullan to milepost 
58.61 near Wallace. ID. a total distance 
of 39.04 miles, subject (1) to the same 
conditions for protection of employees 
as set forth in Oregon Short Line R. 

Co.—Abandonment Goshen . 360I.C.C. 

91 (1979): Provided, (a) That the Oregon- 
Washington Railroad & Navigation 
Company (OW) acquire and Union 
Pacific Railroad Company (UP) operate 
that portion of the line extending 
between Mullan and Wallace. ID, as 
authorized in Finance Docket No. 28759, 
and (b) that BN shall not sell, lease, 
exchange, or otherwise dispose of the 
right-of-way underlying the track, nor 
remove any of the railroad structure, 
except rails and ties, between Haugan 
and Mullan for a period of 120 days from 


this publication to permit any state or 
local government agency or other 
interested party to negotiate the 
acquisition for public use of all or any 
portion of the right-of-way. A certificate 
of abandonment will be issued to the 
Burlington Northern Inc. based on the 
above-described finding of 
abandonment, on or before April 21, 
1980, unless on or before April 21.1980, 
the Commission further finds that: 

(1) A financially responsible person 
(including a government entity) has 
offered financial assistance (in the form 
of a rail service continuation payment) 
to enable the rail service involved to be 
continued; and 

(2) It is likely that such proffered 
assistance would: 

(a) Cover the difference between the 
revenues which are attributable to such 
line of railroad and the avoidable cost of 
providing rail freight service on such 
line, together with a reasonable return 
on the value of such line, or 

(b) Cover the acquisition cost of all or 
any portion of such line of railroad. 

If the Commission so finds, the 
issuance of a certificate of abandonment 
will be postponed for such reasonable 
time, not to exceed 6 months, as is 
necessary to enable such person or 
entity to enter into a binding agreement, 
with the carrier seeking such 
abandonment, to provide such 
assistance or to purchase such line and 
to provide for the continued operation of 
rail services over such line. Upon 
notification to the Commission of the 
execution of such an assistance or 
acquisition and operating agreement, the 
Commission shall postpone the issuance 
of such a certificate for such period of 
time as such an agreement (including 
any extensions or modifications) is in 
effect Information and procedures 
regarding the financial assistance for 
continued rail service or the acquisition 
of the involved rail line are contained in 
the Notice of the Commission entitled 
“Procedures for Pending Rail 
Abandonment Cases" published in the 
Federal Register on March 31.1976, at 41 
FR 13891, as amended by publication of 
May 10.1978, at 43 FR 20072. All 
interested persons are advised to follow 
the instructions contained therein as 
well as the instructions contained in the 
above-referenced decision. 

Agatha L. Mergenovich. 

Secretary. 

JFR Doe. 00-0479 Filed 3-19-Ot* *43 an) 

Si L LINO COOC 7033-0141 
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I Finance Docket No. 29202 (Sut>-No.1) 

Missouri Pacific Railroad Co.- 
Directed Service—Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific Railroad Co., Debtor 
(William M. Gibbons, Trustee) Between 
Haskell, Hot Springs, Malvern, and 
Butterfield, Ark. 

agency: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

action: Dental of Directed Service 

Request 

summary: Applicant Missouri Pacific 
Railroad Company (Mo-Pac) has 
requested emergency authority to 
operate temporarily the Chicago. Rock 
island & Pacific Railroad Company. 
Debtor (William M. Cibbons, Trustee) 
(RI) line between Haskell, Hot Springs. 
Malvern, and Butterfield. AR. Mo-Pac*s 
offer would be without any government 
subsidy. This proceeding is directly 
related to DSO No. 1398. Kansas City 
Term. Ry . Co, — Operate-Chicago, RJ. & 
P„ 380 LC.C- 289 (1979) and 44 FR 56343 
(October 1.1979). and DSO No. 1398 
(Sub-No. 1), Kansas City Term. Ry. 

Co, — Operate — Chicago, R.I. &P,. 380 
l.C.C. 478 (November 30,1979) and 44 FR 
70733 (December 10.1979) in which we 
found RI “cashless** within the meaning 
of 49 U.S.C. § 11125(a)(1) and directed 
service by the Kansas City Terminal 
Railway Company (KCT) over the RI 
lines pursuant to 40 U.S.C. 11125 and 
subject to government reimbursement 
under 49 U.S.C. 11125(b)(5). 

Mo-Pac presently operates over these 
same lines for which emergency 
temporary authority is sought pursuant 
to a trackage rights and lease agreement 
with RI. In Finance Docket No. 29202/ 
Service Order No. 1415 we are granting 
St. Louis Southwestern Railway 
Company (SSW) authority to operate 
over the RI lines from Memphis, TN. to 
Alexandria, LA. including certain 
contiguous branch lines. This authority 
encompasses the line over which Mo- 
Pac seeks unsubsidized directed service. 
SSW will operate these lines in place of 
KCT under Service Order No. 1415. 
Because Mo-Pac now operates over the 
line between Haskell, AR. and Malvern, 
AR. pursuant to its trackage rights and 
lease agreement with RI. and will 
continue to so operate, the instant 
request for emergency temporary 
authority is denied. 

oated: This decision will be effective on 
March 20.1980. 

for further information contact: 

Michael Ercnberg. (202) 275-7245. 


supplementary information: 

Decision of the Commission 

Background 

On September 28,1979, we directed 
KCT to provide service as a subsidized 
“Directed Rail Carrier** (DRC) under 49 
U.S.C. 11125 over all of the lines of RI. 
This action was found necessary to 
prevent the severe transportation and 
economic dislocations which would 
have resulted from RTs inability to meet 
its common carrier obligation because it 
was cashless. See DSO No. 1398. supra. 
On November 30.1979. we extended our 
initial order for another 90 days, finding 
such an extension essential. See DSO 
No. 1398 (Sub-No. 1), supra. 

In both directed service orders, we 
solicited interested parties to seek 
temporary authority to operate portions 
of the RI system on an unsubsidized 
basis under either 49 U.S.C. 11123 or 
11125. In Finance Docket No. 29202/ 
Service Order No. 1415, St. Louis 
Southwestern Railway Company — 
Temporary Authority — Chicago, Rock 
Island & Pacific Railroad Company, 
Debtor (William M. Gibbons, Trustee) 
Between Memphis, TN, and Alexandria, 
LA. we are granting SSW emergency 
temporary authority to operate over the 
RI main line from Memphis, TN, to 
Alexandria. LA. along with certain 
contiguous branch lines including the 
line Mo-Pac seeks to operate. 

By application filed January 11.1980. 
Mo-Pac seeks an unsubsidized directed 
service order under 49 U.S.C. 11125, to 
operate the portion of the RI line 
between Haskell and Malvern. AR by 
way of Hot Springs. AR. 

Our order dated January 31.1964. in 
Finance Docket Nos. 22678, 22879 and 
22600, authorized Mo-Pac to operate 
over portions of the RI under a trackage 
rights agreement. This agreement covers 
the very same track between Malvern 
and Haskell, AR. by way of Hot Springs. 
AR. In Finance Docket No. 22680 (Sub- 
No. 1), Missouri Pacific Railroad Co .— 
Trackage Rights in Saline, Hot Springs 
and Garland Counties, AR—Chicago, 
Rock Island & Pacific Railroad Co. (not 
printed), decided March 23.1978. we 
authorized modification and a 50 year 
extension of an agreement covering Mo- 
Pac operation over the RI line between 
Hot Springs and Malvern. AR. Mo-Pac 
was limited by this decision, as before, 
to providing bridge service on the leased 
line. RI would have the sole right to 
provide local service on the line to be 
leased. 

We see no benefit to granting Mo- 
Pac’s request. Mo-Pac is presently 
operating over the line pursuant to a 
trackage rights and lease agreement 
with RI that were approved by this 


Commission. Under this authority Mo- 
Pac will continue to operate over the 
line even though emergency authority 
was granted to SSW in Finance Docket 
No. 29202. 

SSW will operate as a substitute for 
the Federally subsidized KCT pursuant 
to Finance Docket No. 29202. KCT was 
operating in place of RI. which could not 
operate due to cashlessness. See DSO 
No. 1398 and DSO No. 1398 (Sub-No. 1). 
supra. 

While SSW operates over the line. 
Mo-Pac will continue to operate over the 
Haskell/Malvern branch line pursuant 
to its agreements with RI. There will be 
competition between two financially 
healthy railroads for bridge traffic over 
the Hot Springs to Malvern. AR portion 
of the line. If Mo-Pac were given sole 
authority to operate over the line, to the 
exclusion of SSW. there would be no 
competition. This type of monopoly 
situation is not a result we see as 
beneficial. 

Alternately, were both Mo-Pac and 
SSW permitted to operate the line under 
emergency temporary operating 
authority. Mo-Pac may act to avoid 
using its trackage rights and lease 
agreement with RI. In this situation, the 
RI estate would be deprived of 
payments for the use of its property, 
while Mo-Pac made the same use of RTs 
property under the emergency as it 
would under its contractual 
arrangements with RI. This would be an 
unfair and unjust depletion of RTs 
estate. 

Neither of these results would benefit 
either the shipping public or the RI 
estate. 

We also note that SSW will operate 
much of the adjoining RI track 
consistent with its proposal in Finance 
Docket No. 29202. The logical Inter¬ 
relation between that line. SSW*s own 
system, and its parent's. Southern 
Pacific Transportation Company, system 
makes it apparent that Mo-Pac's 
proposal gives us no valid reason not to 
grant the SSW application. However, 
the decision here and in Finance Docket 
No. 29202. should not raise the belief 
that we have prejudged consideration 
for the permanent acquisition and 
operation of the subject lines. 

Conclusion 

For the foregoing reasons, we 
conclude that Mo-Pac should not be 
authorized under 49 U.S.C. 11125 to 
perform emergency operations over RI's 
Haskell. Hot Springs, Malvern and 
Butterfield. AR. line. This will not 
adversely affect any rights that Mo-Pac 
has to operate over this line by way of 
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trackage rights and lease agreements 
with Rl. Nor does it indicate any 
preference by this Commission on the 
permanent disposition of this line. 

This action will not significantly affect 
either the quality of the human 
environment or energy consumption. 

Decided: February 5,190a 
It is ordered: 

1. The application by the Missouri 
Pacific Railroad Company to operate 
temporarily under emergency 
authorization Rfs lines between 
Haskell. Hot Springs. Malvern, and 
Butterfield, AR. is denied. 

2. This decision shall be effective on 
the date of service. 

By the Commission. Chairman Gaskins, 

Vice Chairman Gresham, Commissioners 
Stafford. Clapp. Tran turn, and Alexis. 
Commissioner Clapp dissenting. 

Agatha L Mergenovich. 

Secretary, 

Commissioner Clapp, dissenting; 

It is possible that the majority reached the 
correct result here, but its decision seems 
based more on administrative inertia than on 
any sound rationale. 

Throughout the period in which directed 
service has been considered, we have been 
concerned with continuation of service. Now, 
a majority of the Commission is favoring one 
carrier over another on the grounds that (a) 
this would preserve competition, and (b) the 
alternative would be unfair to the Rock 
Island estate. I am certainly in favor of 
preserving and fostering competition 
wherever possible and I have no desire to 
undercut contracts entered into by the Rock 
Island, but I do not see those as the 
determining factors here. Even if competition 
were to be considered the majority's 
resolution would not provide for competition 
on local traffic because Mo-Puc’a present 
operations over this line are restricted 
against serving local traffic. 

If we must select one of two competing 
carriers, I believe we should have a better 
explanation for it. One the face of it it seeka 
to make more sense to select Mo-Pac because 
(1) it is already operating over the line and (2) 
it is leasing the line under an arrangement 
which permits Mo-Pac to make the necessary 
repairs (although it is not clear what if any, 
repairs have been made). In an emergency 
situation, as we have here, it would be 
reasonable to allow a carrier already 
providing overhead service to handle local 
traffic as well 

No matter which carrier is selected to serve 
the Haskel-Hot Springs-Malvem Branch. 1 
believe a better rationale it needed. The 
parties deserve that much. 

|FR Doc I0~*I7S Filed 3-lS-SOt 8 41 am] 

BILLING COOf 7Q3S-41-M 


(Finance Docket No. 29202') 

St. Louis Southwestern Railway Co.- 
Temporary Authority—Chicago, Rock 
Island A Pacific Railroad Co., Debtor 
(William M. Gibbons, Trustee) Between 
Memphis, Tenn., and Alexandria, La. 

Decided: March 5.1980. 
agency: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

action: Service Order No. 1415. 

summary: Applicant St. Louis 
Southwestern Railway Company (SSW) 
i9 granted emergency authority under 49 
U.S.C 11123 to operate temporarily over 
the Rock Island line between Memphis, 
TN. and Alexandria. LA (via Little Rock. 
AR), including certain branch lines 
(jointly referred to as the Memphia- 
Alexandria line). The line will be 
temporarily operated by SSW without 
government subsidization. 

This proceeding is directly related to 
Directed Service Order No. 1398, Kansas 
City Term, Ry. Co.—Operate—Chicago, 
/?./. &P, 360 I.C.C 289 (1979), 44 F.R. 
56343 (October 1 , 1979); and Directed 
Service Order No. 1398 (Sub-No. 1). 
Kansas City Term. Ry, Co.—Operate — 
Chicago, HI &P., 360 I.C.C. 478 (1979). 

44 FJL 70733 (December 10.1979). In 
those cases, the Commission found the 
Rock Island "cashless** within the 
meaning of 49 ll.S.C. 11123(a)(1) and 
found an emergency on the Rock Island 
system. Accordingly, the Commission 
directed service by the Kansas Gty 
Terminal Railway Company (KCT) over 
Rock Island lines—pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 
11125 and subject to government 
subsidization under section 
11125(b)(5)—in order to mitigate the 
Rock Island emergency. 

To enable Rock Island shippers to 
continue receiving essential services 
after directed service ends and before 
the implementation of long-term 
solutions for the Rock Island. SSW is 
being authorized to commence 
emergency operations over the Rock 
Island's Memphis-Alexandria line upon 
cessation of directed service by KCT. 
oates: 

Effective dote.— Service Order No. 

1415 shall be effective at 12.-01 a.m. 
(central time) on the day after directed 
service under Directed Service Order 
No. 1398 (and subs thereunder) expires. 

Entry. —If SSW elects to exercise the 
authority granted by Service Order No. 
1415. SSW shall enter upon and operate 


1 Thit decision embraces Service Order No. 1415. 
St Louis Southwestern Railway Company- 
Authority to Operate Over—Chicago. Rock Island 5 
Pacific Railroad Company, Debtor (William M. 
Gibbons. Trustee) between Memphis. TN, and 
Alexandria. LA. 


the involved Rock Island lines as soon 
as practicable after the effective date. 

Notification. —SSW shall immediately 
notify this Commission and the parties 
to this proceeding, in writing, of the date 
it intends to commence operations over 
the involved Rock Island Lines. 

Failure to commence operations .—If 
SSW fails to commence operations 
under Service Order No. 1415 within 10 
days of this order's effective date, we 
shall consider granting competing 
requests for service orders over me 
involved Rock Island lines. 

Expiration date.—Service Order No. 
1415 will expire either (a) upon the 
issuance of an appropriate Commission 
order: or (b) when the Rock Island's 
bankruptcy court grants SSW or any 
other person temporary authority to 
operate over these lines after a 
permanent acquisition application is 
filed under section 17(b) of the 
"Milwaukee Railroad Restructuring Act" 
(MRRA), Pub. L 96-101, section 17(b). 93 
Stat. 736 (November 4,1979). 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Richard |. Schiefelbein (202) 275-0826. or 
Joe) E. Bums (202) 275-7849, 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Decision of the Commission 
Background 

On September 26,1979, we directed 
the KCT to provide service as a 
subsidized "Directed Rail Carrier" 

(DRC) under 49 U.S.C 11125 over the 
lines of the Chicago. Rock Island & 
Pacific Railroad Company, debtor 
(William M. Gibbons, trustee) (Rock 
Island or Rl). This action was necessary 
to prevent the severe transportation and 
economic dislocations which would 
have resulted from Rfs inability to meet 
its common carrier obligations. See 
Direct Service Order No. 1398, Kansas 
City Term. Ry. Co.—Operate—Chicago, 
R. /. & P., 360 I CC. 269 (1979), 44 F.R. 
56343 (October 1.1979). On November 
30.1979. we extended our initial 
directed service order for an additional 
90 days, finding such an extension to be 
essential in view of Rfs continued fiscal 
crisis. See Direct Service Order No. 1398 
(Sub-No. 1). Kansas City Term. Ry. 

Co. — Operate — Chicago, R. I. BrP., 360 
l.CC. 478 (1979), 44 F.R. 70733 
(December 10,1979). 

In both directed service orders, we 
invited interested persons to seek 
temporary emergency authority from us 
to operate portions of the Rl system on 
an unsubsidized basis under 49 U.S.C 
11123 and 11125. In view of our mandate 
to continue service over essential Rl 
lines while minimizing the cost of 
directed service to the taxpayers, we 
recently granted the petition of the 
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SSW—and its corporate parent 
Southern Pacific Transportation 
Company (SPT)—for emergency 
temporary authority (TA) to operate RI’s 
965-mile "Tucumcari line" without 
government subsidization. See Finance 
Docket No. 29144/Service Order No. 

1411. St Louis S. W. Ry. Co.—Temp. 
Authority—Chicago, 360 LC.C. 539 
(1979). 44 F.R. 72261 (December 13.1979) 
[Tucumcari TA). This grant is designed 
to ensure continued service to R1 
shippers once directed service ends. 

The instant proceeding reflects a 
request by SSW to operate another 
portion of the RI rail system without 
government subsidy. For the reasons 
discussed below, we have decided to 
grant SSW authority to operate RTs line 
between Memphis, TN, and Alexandria. 
LA (via Little Rock, AR) and related 
branch lines on an unsubsidized basis 
under 49 U.S.C 11123. 

SSW's Request 

To determine which Rl lines could be 
operated by interested carriers without 
the government subsidization provided 
by 49 U.S.C 11125, we sent a scries of 
telegrams to numerous carriers. In 
SSW’s reply telegrams (dated November 
9 and 21,1979), SSW expressed a 
willingness to operate RTs line between 
Memphis, TN, and Fordyce, AR (via 
Little Rock, AR) "without government 
compensation under either 49 U.S.C. 
11123 or 11125 " No other carriers 
expressed a willingness to operate any 
substantial portion of Rrs system on an 
unsubsidized basis. 

Because we felt public comment was 
important in the interests of basic 
fairness, we issued a "show cause" 
order inquiring into why we should 
‘grant, conditionally grant, or deny" 
SSW's request. See Finance Docket No. 
29202, St Louis Southwestern Railway 
Company—Temporary Authority — 
Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railroad 
Company. Debtor (William M. Gibbons. 
Trustee) Between Memphis . TN and 
Fordyce. AR (show cause order) 

(decided and served December 14,1979). 

In its reply to the show cause order, 
SSW increased the RI trackage it would 
be interested in operating. SSW offered 
to operate, without any compensation, 
the RI lines between; (1) Memphis. TN, 
and Fordyce. AR (via Little Rock. AR); 
and (2) Haskell. Malvern, and Hot 
Springs. AR. Additionally. SSW offered 
to operate the following RI lines on a 
cost-compensation basis under 49 U.S.C 
11125(b)(5). but waiving its 6-percent 
profit option under 49 CFR 1120 (1978): 

(1) Fordyce. AR, to Alexandria, LA; and 

(2) Tinsman to Crossett. AR. SSW also 
indicated it did not wish to operate 
certain branch line segments adjacent to 


the Memphis-Alexandria main line due 
to lack of shipper need and revenue 
potential.* * 

Before addressing SSW's service 
requests on their merits, we shall first 
discuss the other responses to our show 
cause order. 

Responses to the Show Cause Order 

Briefly, the positions of the other 
parties who responded to our show 
cause order are as follows: 

Missouri Pacific Railroad Company 
(MoPac) and Southern Railway 
Company (Southern) both sought 
extensions of time for replying to our 
show cause order. In view of the urgent 
nature of the Rock Island situation, the 
extensions were not granted. 

MoPac further expressed its 
willingness to operate RTs line between 
Haskell. Hot Springs. Butterfield, and 
Malvern. AR. if the Commission should 
grant SSW’s request for emergency 
authority over RTs Memphis-Alexandria 
line and related branch lines. More 
specifically. MoPac sought to be 
designated an unsubsidized "directed 
rail carrier" under 49 U.S.C. 11125 over 
this Rl branch line. In view of the 
complex, though related, issues raised 
by MoPac's request we have decided to 
address this matter separately in 
Finance Docket No. 29202 (Sub-No. 1). 
Missouri Pac. R. Co—Directed 
Service — Chicago, 3601.C.C. 713 (1960) 
(to be served concurrently with Finance 
Docket No. 29202). 

In his initial response, the Rl trustee 
neither supported nor opposed the grant 
of SSW's requested emergency 
temporary authority.* The trustee 


•The*« branch llrwa arc* at follows: (1) Between 
Meta. Des Arc. and Stuttgart AR; and (2) between 
Malvern and Sparkman. AR. 

• On January 23. i960, the RI trustee attempted to 
file a supplemental response to the show cause 
order of December 14,1979. However. In a decision 
dated January 30. I960, the aupplemental response 
was rejected as late-filed under rule 102 of the 
Commission s General Rules of Practice. 49 CFR 
1100.102 (1978). 

In the supplemental response, the trustee opposed 
SSW's request on the grounds that It would interfere 
with the development of long-term solutions to Rl't 
problems, entail an overreaching of Commission 
Jurisdiction, and comprise an unconstitutional 
taking of property. However, as these Issues were 
already before us and the trustee's supplemental 
response raised no new matters, the trustee failed to 
present extraordinary circumstances warranting the 
acceptance of his supplemental response. His 
pleading as thus appropriately rejected under rule 
102 . 

As noted In our decision, the Instant service order 
will help, not hinder, the development of ultimate 
solutions to the Rl problem by bridging the gap 
between directed service and permanent acquistlon 
proposals. Further, at discussed below, we believe 
the Issuance of a service order here is well within 
our Jurisdiction and would not—by virtue of its 
compensation provisions—comprise an 
unconstitutional taking of property without due 
process. 


indicates that there has been 
expressions of interest to buy the RI line 
between Memphis. TN. and Amarillo, 

TX. According to the trustee, exclusive 
operation by SSW over a portion of that 
line could adversely affect the trustee's 
ability to negotiate the disposition of the 
Memphis-Amarillo line. The trustee also 
asks that SSW's service order contain 
provisions requiring the trustee and 
SSW to negotiate for use of RI's lines 
and facilities pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 
11123(a). If no agreement on 
compensation is reached, the 
Commission is requested to establish 
terms of compensation pursuant to 49 
U.S.C. 11123(b)(2). 

The Atchison, Topeka A Santa Fe 
Railway Company (Santa Fc) seeks 
denial of SSW’s request, contending that 
the Commission lacks authority to grant 
temporary emergency authority to SSW. 

The Railway Labor Executives' 
Association (RLEA) also contends that 
the Commission lacks authority to grant 
SSWs request However, it further 
argues that if a service order is granted 
to SSW. then SSW should be required 
to: (1) Operate all lines currently being 
operated by KCT between Memphis and 
Alexandria; and (2) provide a fair 
arrangement for employees at least as 
protective of employees' interests as 
that required by 49 U.S.C. 11347. 

The U.S. Department of 
Transportation (DOT) states that it is 
conducting conferences regarding post¬ 
liquidation operation of RJ lines 
pursuant to section 401 of the Railroad 
Revitalization and Regulatory Reform 
Act of 1976 (4R Act) (49 U.S.C. 1654). 
DOT indicates that—while no 
permanent acquisition applications 
regarding RI’s Memphis-Alexandria line 
have yet resulted from the section 401 
planning process—bids for portions of 
this line may soon materialize. 

Therefore. DOT urges us to condition 
any SSW service order to allow for later 
modification in the event of subsequent 
section 401 bids to operate and 
permanently acquire the involved lines. 

Riceland Foods (Riceland). a farmers' 
processing and marketing cooperative 
located at Stuttgart. AR. argues that rail 
competition will be eliminated in 
eastern Arkansas and greatly reduced 
over the Memphis gateway, if SSW 
receives temporary authority to operate 
between Memphis. Little Rock, and 
beyond. Riceland claims it would face a 
monopoly situation at its Stuttgart 
milling and processing facilities if SSWs 
request is granted. Accordingly, 

Riceland asks that KCT continue to 
operate this portion of RI trackage until 
it is decided which carrier will own the 
complete route from Memphis to 
Amarillo, TX. 
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Discussion and Conclusions 

For the reasons discussed below, we 
have decided to grant SSW authority to 
operate the entire Memphis-Alexandria 
line without subsidization under 49 
U.S.C. 11123. As detailed below, our 
service order is permissive in view of 
SSW's stated reluctance to operate 
certain portions of the line without 
government compensation under 49 
U.S.C. 11125(b)(5). In the event SSW 
fails to operate all or part of the 
Memphis-Alexandria line within 10 days 
of this decision's effective date, we shall 
entertain competing requests from other 
carriers to operate those line segments. 

(A) Reasons for granting SSWs 
request. There are several persuasive 
reasons for granting SSW*s request to 
operate RI’s Memphis-Alexandria line 
and related branch lines. 

Jurisdiction. —As we have fully 
discussed in recent cases . 4 there is 
ample authority for us to issue 
emergency service orders under 49 
U.S.C. 11123. Section 11121(a)(2) 
authorized the Commission—upon 
finding a transportation emergency in a 
section of the United States—to "take 
action during the emergency to promote 
service * * * regardless of the ownership 
(as between carriers) of locomotives, 
cars, or other vehicles" on such terms of 
compensation as the carriers agree upon 
or. failing agreement, upon such terms of 
compensation as the Commission finds 
reasonable. Section 11123(a)(4) 
authorizes the Commission, in 
emergency situations, to direct the 
movement of rail traffic under 
appropriate permits (&#.. service 
orders). As the Supreme Court long ago 
stated in Peoria Ry. Co. v. United States, 
263 U.S. 526 (1923), regarding section 
1(15) the predecessor of 49 U.S.C 11123: 

Cars and locomotives. Uke tracks and 
terminals, are the instrumentalities. To make 
these Instrumentalities available in 
emergencies to s carrier other than the owner 
was the purpose of subparagraphs a. b. and c 
|to section 1(15))* * *. [Id. at 533-35.) 

While the Commission may not order an 
unwilling carrier to perform 
"transportation services" (such as 
switching) for another under section 
11123. the Commission clearly has the 
power to order the "use" of one carrier's 
transportation instrumentalities by 
another in an emergency. This was 
made clear in United States v. Mich. 
Cement Co., 270 U.S. 521. 527 (1926) 
where, interpreting Peoria, the Court 
stated: 


*Src, r Tucumcan TA. gupra. 380 LCG 538 
(1979) snd Service Order No 1399 Pend Orwill* 
Valley R . Inc.—Chicago. 300 I CC 636 (I960). 


It was held (in Peoria ) that the exercise of 
the the emergency power of the Commission 
in transferring car equipment from one carrier 
to the uae of another under paragraph IS 
* * * did not authorize the Commission to 
Impose upon the terminal carrier, without a 
hearing, the affirmative duty not only of 
turning over its C8rs and equipment to 
another carrier, as contemplated in 
paragraph 15. but also that of itself doing the 
work of the transportation of and for another 
carrier. 

It was in this connection that this Court 
used the expression (hat car service connotes 
the use to which vehicles of transportation 
are put but not the transportation service 
rendered by means of them. 

The opinion expressly affirms the authority 
of the Commission under paragraph 15 to give 
regulatory directions for preference or 
priority in transportation ( ID: at 527, 
emphasis added.) 

Clearly, a transportation emergency 
exists here. As we found in Directed 
Service Order No. 1398 (and subs 
thereunder). RI suffers from the type of 
cashlessness described in 49 U.S.C. 
11125(a)(1). See 360 I.C.C. at 290-92. 
Since the issuance of our directed 
service orders, Rl's cash position has 
not materially improved. While directed 
service has reduced much of the drain 
on Rl's fiscal resources, it is not 
designed to bring new capital into Ri or 
to solve the basic fiscal problems 
underlying Rl's financial plight, and at 
the end of directed service the trustee 
indicates RI will not be able to resume 
service on the involved lines. Therefore, 
an emergency warranting a section 
11123 service order exists, and we have 
jurisdiction to authorize SSW to operate 
the involved RI lines without 
government subsidy after directed 
service ends. 

Benefits of an SSW service order.—By 
authorizing SSW to operate Rl's 
Memphis-Alexandria line after directed 
service ends, essentia] rail service over 
the line can be maintained at no 
government expense by a viable carrier 
economically motivated to run the line 
efficiently. 

At best, directed service is merely a 
"brief respite" from a severe rail crisis, 
not a long-term solution. See Direct 
Service Order No. 1398, 360 l.C.C. at 
293-94. Further, Congress has indicated 
its reluctance to expend additional 
funds for govemementally funded 
directed service and has recently 
instructed the Commission to use such 
funds sparing only to provide service 
which is truly essential. See 125 Cong. 
Rec. H. 10548 (November 9.1979) 
(Conference Report on H.R. 4440 making 
appropriations for DOT and related 
agencies). Therefore, a private sector 
solution lo the RI emergency is 
imperative. 


SSW's offer to provide service over 
the involved RI lines between the end of 
directed service and implementation of 
a long-term solution is an ideal vehicle 
for providing important rail service to Ri 
shippers without government subsidy. 
SSW is thoroughly familiar with the 
service territory and asserts it can 
provide quality service over the subject 
route. SSW has a genuine interest in Rl's 
Memphis-Alexandria line. Not only does 
SSW’s parent (SPT) connect with the 
line at Alexandria, but SSW presently 
operates over RI track between Brinkley 
and Briark. AR (near Memphis) pursuant 
to trackage rights agreements and has 
advanced funds to RI to rehabilitate the 
line, which provides SSW its only 
access to the Memphis gateway. 
Accordingly, the issuance of a section 
11123 service order to SSW would be a 
sound temporary solution to the present 
Rock Island emergency after directed 
service ends. 

In addition, such a service order 
would in no way interfere with KCT- 
DRC's present directed service 
operations over the involved lines, since 
SSW will not be authorized to operate 
the Memphis-Alexandria line until after 
directed service ends. There will thus be 
no need to provide trackage rights over 
the line for KCT-DRC. SSW will be 
authorized to assume service 
responsibility for all the RI line 
segments between Memphis and 
Alexandria. 

(B) Responses to protestants. Several 
of the respondents to our show cause 
order of December 14.1979. protested 
the issuance of a service to order to 
SSW. For the following reasons, we 
reject protestants* objections. 

Certain protestants urge us to delay a 
decision on SSW's request until we have 
a proposal before us asking for 
permanent authority to acquire the 
involved lines. Issuance of a termporary 
service order to SSW would alledgedly 
deprive other carriers of an opportunity 
to acquire the involved RI lines and 
impair regional competition. We cannot 
agree. 

Issuance of a service order to SSW 
would not prejudge the final disposition 
of the subject lines or impair the ability 
of competing carriers to seek authority 
to operate and permanently acquire the 
involved lines. The criteria in deciding 
permanent and temporary authority 
applications are entirely different. In a 
permanent application, consideration 
must be given to all the pertinent 
statutory criteria of 49 U.S.C. 11343-47. 
However, here, the only major issue is 
the transportation emergency resulting 
from Rl's financial dilemma, and the 
need for extraordinary measures to meet 
the emergency. See 49 U.S.C. 11123(a). 
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Furthermore, delaying a decision on 
SSW'a request until a final solution is 
Implemented would obviate the need for 
an emergency service order. The 
requested service order is designed to 
be a vehicle for “bridging the gap" 
between the end of directed service and 
the implementation of long-term plans 
for the involved RI lines. Once the final 
disposition of the lines is resolved, there 
would no longer be any need for the 
emergency service order. Thus, on this 
ground a9 well, we must reject 
protestants' request. 

As earlier noted, the RI trustee notes 
that exclusive operation by SSW over 
the Memphis-Alexandria line could 
adversely affect the trustee's ability to 
negotiate the disposition of RTs 
Memphis-Amarillo line. Since SSWs 
authority over the Memphis-Alexandria 
line is only temporary and nonexclusive, 
we believe this issue to be moot. 
However, should it become apparent 
that SSWs operations over the 
Memphis-Alexandria line interfere with 
service over RFs line west of Little Rock, 
appropriate service orders will be 
issued. 

The RI trustee also requests that SSW 
be directed to negotiate with the trustee 
regarding compensation for use of RI 
lines and facilities, and that the 
Commission set appropriate 
compensation terms if the parties cannot 
agree. Since this is the statutory scheme 
established by 49 U.S.C. 11123, it shall 
be so ordered 

DOT urges us to condition any SSW 
service order to allow for later 
modifications in the event of subsequent 
section 401 “bids” to operate and 
permanently acquire the involved lines. 
Since SSWs service order is merely 
designed to bridge the gap between 
directed service and a final solution for 
the involved lines, we shall reserve 
jurisdiction to modify or cancel SSWs 
service order in the event a long-term 
solution becomes imminent. 

(C) Employee Protection . Certain 
parties request that affected RI 
employees be afforded appropriate 
protection. Rather than impose our own 
estimate of what constitutes appropriate 
protection, we ha\ f e decided to condition 
our approval upon the requirement that 
SSW afford affected employees the 
protection negotiated by the parties 
themselves. 

On March 4,1980, a number of rail 
carriers and labor unions, including 
those involved here, reached an 
agreement regarding the proper level of 
employee protection in RI sales and 
transfers. See “Labor Protective 
Agreement Between Railroads Parties 
Hereto Involved in Midwest Rail 
Restructuring and Employees of Such 


Railroads Represented by the Rail Labor 
Organizations Operating Through the 
Railway Labor Executives' Association" 
(hereafter “negotiated labor protection 
agreement") (appendix A to this 
decision). We have reviewed the 
negotiated labor protection agreement 
and find that it adequately safequards 
the interests of affected employees. We 
commend the parties for negotiating a 
mutually acceptable private solution to 
the RI labor situation and encourage the 
development of similar negotiated 
settlements whenever possible in the 
future. Accordingly, we shall 
incorporate by reference the negotiated 
labor protection agreement—and any 
subsequent amendments to it—as the 
approporiate level of employee 
protection in this proceeding. 

RLEA's initial pleading requested that 
we impose the level of employee 
protection required in rail 
consolidations by 49 U.S.C 11347. 
However, we conclude that the 
negotiated labor protection agreement 
provides the proper level of protection 
in this case. The protection afforded in 
that agreement is similar to that 
established by us in A few York Dock 
Ry.—Control-—Brooklyn Eastern Disk, 
3601.C.C 60 (1979) (New York Dock 11), 
in which we delineated the employee 
protective conditions appropriate under 
49 U.S.C. 1347 in rail acquisition 
proceedings (except trackage rights and 
lease situations). Indeed, the protection 
contemplated by the negotiated labor 
protection agreement may be superior to 
that afforded by New York Dock IL 
since it ia specifically tailored to the 
current RI situation. 

Accordingly, if SSW chooses to 
exercise the authority granted by this 
decision, it shall afford affected 
employees the protection contemplated 
by the negotiated labor protection 
agreement and any subsequent 
amendments to it. 

(D) SSWs authority under Service 
Order No, 1415 . While the precise scope 
of SSWs authority under Service Order 
No. 1415 is described more fully in the 
ordering paragraphs below, we shall 
take this opportunity to emphasize 
certain salient points. 

SSWs authority under the service 
order is designed to “bridge the gap" 
between directed service and the 
implementation of long-term solutions 
for the involved RI lines. Accordingly, 
the effective and expiration dates of 
Service Order No. 1415 have been 
fashioned to reflect this intent This 
service order will become effective upon 
the expiration of KCTs directed service, 
and SSW is to enter upon the involved 
lines as soon as possible thereafter, 
after notifying all parties of the date it 


intends to commence operations. If SSW 
fails to commerce operations within 10 
days of the effective date, we shall 
consider granting competing requests for 
service orders over the involved RI 
lines. The service order will expire 
either. (1) Upon the issuance of an 
appropriate Commission order; or (2) 
when the RI bankruptcy court grants 
SSW or any other person temporary 
authority to operate over these lines 
after a permanent purchase application 
is filed under section 17(b) of the MRRA. 
Pub. L 96-101, section 17(b), 93 StaL 738 
(November 4 . 1979). 

We recognize that SSW has not 
expressed a willingness to operate RI's 
Fordyce-Alexandria line or RI's 
Tinaxnan-Crossett, AR, Branch line 
without government compensation 
pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 11125(b)(5). While 
SSW would be willing to waiv e its 6- 
percent profit option under 49 CFR Part 
1128, we are not now inclined to grant 
SSW authority to operate these RI lines 
on any compensated basis, due to 
present funding constraints and related 
considerations. However, in the interest 
of promoting efficient and economic 
service over RI's entire Memphis- 
Alexandria line, we are authorizing 
SSW to operate the Fordyce-Alexandria 
and Tinsman-Crossett line—in addition 
to RI's Memphis-Fordyce line and 
Haskeil-Malvem-Hot Springs branch 
line—on a /icncompensated basis under 
49 U.S.C. 11123 if it so elects. If SSW 
does not elect to operate any of these 
lines within 10 days of this service 
order's effective date, we shall solicit 
and consider granting competing service 
order requests. 

In view of the particular 
circumstances surrounding this order, 
this emergency service order shall not 
be mandatory, but merely permissive. 
That is. SSW is free to commence the 
authorized operations or not. as it 
chooses. This approach is warranted by 
several factors. Since there was 
insufficient time to hold advance public 
hearings on this matter, we believe SSW 
should have an opportunity to review 
the conditions contained in this order 
before commencing operations. 
Moreover, since this service order is 
without compensations, SSW should 
have an opportunity to weigh the costs 
and benefits of operating Rrs Memphis- 
Alexandria line before beginning such 
operations. Finally, by making this order 
permissive rather than mandatory, we 
ensure that due process of law has been 
afforded and that SSW has not been 
compelled to provide services which 
could impair its financial or operational 
viability. However, as noted above, if 
SSW does not commence operations 
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under this service order within 10 days 
of its effective date, competing service 
order requests will be entertained. 

The remaining details of Service 
Order No. 1415 are outlined in the 
ordering paragraphs below: 

Conclusion 

For the foregoing reasons, we 
conclude that an emergency exists on 
the RI lines involved in this proceeding, 
and that the emergency can best be met 
by authorizing SSW to provide 
temporary service over RI's Memphis- 
Alexandria line pursuant to 49 U.S.G 
11123. 

We find: 

(1) RJ cannot transport the traffic 
offered to it. and will not be able to so 
transport traffic after directed service 
ends. Accordingly, we find that a rail 
transportation emergency exists within 
the meaning of 49 U.S.G 11123(a). 

(2) In order to prevent severe 
transportation and economic 
disruptions, it is necessary for the 
Commission to authorize SSW under 49 
U.S.G 11123(a) to provide emergency 
temporary service over RTs Memphis- 
Alexandria line after directed service 
under Directed Service Order No. 1398 
(and subs thereunder) ends. 

(3) This action will not significantly 
effect either the quality of the human 
environment or conservation of energy 
resources. See 49 CFR Parts 1108,1108 
(1978). 

(4) Any findings made elsewhere in 
this decision but not specifically 
enumerated here are expressly adopted. 

Commissioner Stafford, concurring in 
part dissenting in part: 

I agree with the ultimate conclusion to 
grant SSW temporary authority to 
operate between Memphis. TN and 
Alexandria. LA. Any other conclusion 
would result in a cessation of service 
over this line on March 23,1980 
(assuming no further extension of 
directed service is granted). 

However. I still question our 
jurisdiction under 49 U.S.G 11123 to 
grant temporary authority in rail 
acquisition cases (see St. Louis S. W. Ry. 
Co. — Temp. Authority—Chicago , 360 
I.C.C. (see my dissenting opinion)). 
Consequently. I would prefer reliance on 
49 U.S.C. 11125 with voluntary waiver of 
compensation. 

My disagreement with the majority 
concerns the failure to discuss in-transit 
privileges.! can only conclude that the 
majority, by its silence, is tacitly freeing 
SSW from the obligation of protecting 
Intransit privileges. This is grossly unfair 
to shippers who in good faith shipped on 
reliance of in-transit privileges. To now 
force these shippers to pay the much 
higher flat rates is ''changing the rules in 


the middle of the game." at considerable 
economic loss to the shippers. 

49 CFR 1033.1415: St. Louis 
Southwestern Railway Co.—Authority 
To Operate Over—Chicago, Rock Island 
h Pacific Railroad Co., Debtor (William 
M. Gibbons, Trustee) Between Memphis, 
TN, and Alexandria, LA 

It is ordered: 

Operations Under 49 U.S.C. 11129 

(1) Effective date .—Service Order No. 
1415 shall be effective at 12:01 a.m. 
(central time) on the day after directed 
service under Directed Service Order 
No. 1398 (and subs thereunder) expires. 

(2) Entry. —If SSW elects to exercise 
the authority granted by Service Order 
No. 1415. SSW shall enter upon and 
operate the involved Rl lines as soon as 
practicable after the effective date. 

(3) Notification. —SSW shall 
immediately notify this Commission and 
the parties to this proceeding, in writing, 
of the date it intends to commence 
operations over the involved RI lines. 

(4) Failure to commence operations. — 
If SSW fails to commence operations 
under Service Order No. 1415 within 10 
day9 of this order's effective date, we 
shall consider granting competing 
requests for service orders over the 
involved RI lines. 

(5) Expiration dote. —Service Order 
No. 1415 will expire either (a) upon the 
issuance of an appropriate Commission 
order, or (b) when the Rl bankruptcy 
court grants SSW or any other person 
temporary authority to operate over 
these lines after a permanent purchase 
application is Hied under section 17(b) 
of the MRRA. 

(8) Ancillary rerouting. —As a 
necessary concomitant to our service 
order, we shall authorize SSW to route 
RI traffic over its own or other lines 
under 49 U.S.G 11124. when such 
rerouting is the only feasible way Rl 
traffic can be transported by SSW. 

(7) Employees .—In performing the 
authorized operations, SSW shall 
protect affected employees in the 
manner described above. 

(8) Rates. —We authorize SSW to seek 
changes in existing RI rates and charges 
involving the Mcmphis-Alexandria line 
and related branch lines in accordance 
with 49 U.S.C. 10782. All such rates and 
charges shall accrue to SSWs account 
during the period of SSW's operations 
under Service Order No. 1415, and shall 
not constitute assets of the RI estate. 
SSW is authorized to act on behalf of RI 
in all matters pertaining to the 
establishment of rates, routes, and 
divisions applicable to RI's Memphis- 
Alexandria line and related branch 
lines. 


(9) SSWs liability for expenses.— Any 
rehabilitation, operational, or other 
costs related to these authorized 
operations shall be the sole liability of 
SSW, and shall not in any way be 
deemed a liability of the United States 
Government. 

(10) Operational difficulties. —Any 
operational difficulties encountered in 
performing the authorized operations 
shall be resolved by SSW and any other 
affected party through negotiated 
agreement, or failing agreement, by the 
Commission's Railroad Service Board. 

(11) Preservation of Rl estate .— 
During the period of its operation of RI's 
Memphis-Alexandria line. SSW shall be 
fully responsible for preserving the 
value of that line, which is part of the Rl 
estate. Accordingly, SSW shall have an 
affirmative duty to perform that degree 
of maintenance and upkeep necessary to 
avoid deterioration to the involved lines 
and related facilities. 

(12) RI lines west of Little Rock .— 
Should SSW’s operations over the 
Memphis-Alexandria line interfere with 
the disposition of, or service over, RI’s 
lines west of Little Rock. AR, 
appropriate service orders will be 
issued. 

(13) Compensation negotiations .— 
Pursuant to 49 U.S.G 11123(a), SSW 
shall negotiate with the Rl trustee 
regarding compensation for its use of Rl 
lines and facilities under this service 
order. Operations by SSW under this 
service order should commence as soon 
as possible after this order's effective 
date, regardless of whether SSW and 
the trustee have concluded their 
compensation negotiations. Should these 
parties be unable to resolve the 
compensation matter, we shall prescribe 
appropriate compensation under 49 
U.S.C. 11123(b)(2). 

(14) Permissive nature of order. —In 
view of the particular circumstances 
surrounding this order, this emergency 
service order shall be mandatory, but 
merely permissive. That is SSW is free 
to commence the authorized or not. as it 
chooses. 

(a) However, if SSW fails to 
commence operations under this service 
order within 10 days of its effective 
date, we shall consider granting 
competing requests for service orders 
over the involved RI lines. 

General Provisions 

(15) Commission filings —All 
documents filed in this proceeding 
should refere to "FD-29202/SCM415" 
and shall be sent to the following 
Commission offices in the Commission's 
headquarters at 12th Street and 
Constitution Avenue, NW„ Washington. 
DC 20423: Office of the Secretary (Room 
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2215), (original); Section of Finance 
(Room 5417), Office of Proceedings (3 
copies); Section of Rail Services 
Planning (Room 7375), Office of Policy 
and Analysis; Railroad Service Board 
(Room 7115). Bureau of Operations (3 
copies); Bureau of Accounts (Room 
6133), (3 copies). 

(16) Applicability. —The provisions of 
this decision and service order shall 
apply to intrastate, interstate, and 
foreign traffic. 

(17) Enumeration. —All requirements 
specified in this decision but not 
specifically enumerated in these 
ordering paragraphs shall be following 
as though specifically enumerated. 

(18) Modifications .—The Commission 
retains furisdiction to modify, 
supplement or reconsider this order at 
any time. 

(19) Service on parties .—This decision 
shall be served on all parties in: (a) This 
proceeding; and (b) Directed Service 
Order No. 1398. 

(20) Notice to general public .—Notice 
of this decision shall be given to the 
general public by: (a) Depositing a copy 
of the Office of the Secretary, Interstate 
Commerce Commission. Washington, 

DC: and (b) filing a copy with the 
Director, Office of the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. Chairman 
Gaskins, Vice Chairman Gresham. 
Commissioners Stafford, Clapp, 

Trantum. and Alexis. Commissioner 
Stafford concurring in part and 
dissenting in part with a separate 
expression. 

Agatha L Mcrgcnovich. 

Secretary. 

Appendix A 

Labor Protective Agreement Between 
Railroads Parties Hereto involved in 
Midwest Rail Restructuring and Employees 
of Such Railroads Represented by the Rail 
Labor Organizations Operating Through the 
Railway Labor Executives' Association 

The scope and purpose of this agreement 
are to provide, pursuant to the Milwaukee 
Railroad Restructuring Act 45 U.S.C. 901. et 
seq,) and the Interstate Commerce Act (49 
U.S.C. 10101. etseq\ a fair, equitable and 
complete arrangement for protection of 
Milwaukee and Rock Island employees taken 
into the employ of interim service operators 
and purchasing carriers signatory hereto and 
to enable the interim service operator or 
purchasing earner to be operated In the most 
efficient manner, as set forth herein, 
immediately upon authorization for such 
operation. 

Article l General Provisions 

!♦ Definitions .—Whenever used in this 
agreement unless its context requires 

otherwise: 

(a) ' Purchasing carrier** means a signatory 
party to this agreement who is either the 
interim service operator (pursuant to 


Commission or court order) or the eventual 
purchaser of a line of railroad of the Rock 
Island or the Milwaukee, or who is a 
remaining operating carrier under an existing 
joint trackage agreement with the Rock 
Island or Milwaukee. 

(b) “Rock Island'* means the Chicago. Rock 
Island and Pacific Railroad Company. 

(c) “Milwaukee** means the Chicago, 
Milwaukee. St Paul and Pacific Railroad 
Company. 

(d) "Bankrupt carrier employee** means any 
person with An employment relationship with 
the Rock Island, or with the Milwaukee as of 
the date of this agreement 

(e) 'Transaction" means restructuring of 
the Rock Island and/or the Milwaukee by 
aales or transfers of railroad lines to a 
purchasing carrier, or interim operator. 

2. Labor protection obligations .— 

(a) The provisions of this agreement shall 
consititute the complete labor protection 
obligation of a purchasing carrier to the 
bankrupt carrier employees who are taken 
into its employ because of a transaction. A 
purchasing carrier will have no labor 
protection obligation to any other bankrupt 
carrier employees. 

(b) The labor protection obligation, if any. 
for employees of the Rock Island who are not 
taken into the employ of a purchasing carrier 
because of a transaction, and for moving 
expenses of those employees of the Rock 
Island who are taken into the employ of a 
purchasing carrier because of a transaction, 
will not be the responsibility of the 
purchasing carrier. 

3. Notice and negotiation.— A purchasing 
carrier will notify interested employee 
representatives, including those on the Rock 
Island or Milwaukee, of each transaction as 
soon as it has been authorized to become an 
interim service operator or finalizes 
arrangements to be a purchaser. Thereafter, 
except as specifically provided in article U 
the purchasing carrier shall be relieved of 
any requirements to notify its employees or 
to reach implementing agreements concerning 
that transaction. 

Article 11. Hiring and Work Rules 

1. Eligibility for hiring.—All employees of 
the Rock Island or Milwaukee who held 
seniority on the effective date of this 
agreement in a craft represented by one of 
the labor organizations signatory hereto shall 
be eligible for participation in the hiring 
procedures described in this article. 

2. Determination of need for additional 
employees.— A purchasing carrier shall 
determine its necessary additional manpower 
requirements by craft due to its taking over 
those Rock Island and Mllwuakee lines. Each 
of the determinations shall be discussed with 
representatives of the crafts on purchasing 
carrier and on the Rock Island or Milwaukee 
with detailed explanation to them of the 
basis for each determination prior to serving 
notice under paragraph 4 hereof, but there 
shall be no delay in hiring employees or in 
commencement of operations. If a purchasing 
carrier has employees on furlough they will 
not be subject to recall as a result of the 
additional manpower requirements resulting 
from a transaction. 

3. Preferential hiring. —As carrier 
determines its need for additional employees 


under this article. It shall allow eligible 
employees in seniority order of the Rock 
Island or Milwaukee the first right of hire 
respectively, dependent on whose trackage la 
involved, and consistent with the purpose of 
section 6 of the Milwaukee Railroad 
Restructuring Act. Each carrier, whether 
acquiring lines or operating tines on an 
interim basis, shall independently make such 
determination of its needs for additional 
employees irrespective of any determination 
of this nature made by other carriers. In 
carrying out the purposes of this section, the 
purchasing carriers shall first utilize existing 
seniority rosters applicable to the appropriate 
craft and seniority district for the tinea and 
territories involved in fulfilling employment 
needs In connection therewith. 

4. Notification of hiring — When a carrier 
determines that it needs additional 
employees under this article, such carrier 
shall notify the labor organizations 
representing employees of the Rock Island or 
Milwaukee of its specific needs and advise 
them exactly where and how eligible 
employees of the craft needed from the Rock 
Island or Milwaukee should apply for such 
vacancies. Eligible employees of the Rock 
Island or Milwaukee interested in such 
vacancies shall have the responsibility of 
applying to the carrier for vacancies in the 
manner described by the carrier. To the 
extent that the carrier has determined a need 
for additional employees under this article, 
applicants will be required to meet those 
physical and rules standards which the 
carrier applies to its own employees on 
reexamination. The applicant's seniority in 
the appropriate craft and seniority district on 
the bankrupt carrier will prevail if the 
number of qualified applicants exceeds the 
carrier's determined need for additional 
employees. Bankrupt carrier employees who 
are In service with a bankrupt carrier at the 
time of interim operation or purchase and 
who are hired on the commencement of 
operations by a purchasing carrier pursuant 
to this agreement will be presumed qualified 
physically and purchasing carrier will have 
the burden of proof if it wishes to challenge 
such qualifications. 

Those employees who are subject to 
examination on purchasing carrier's 
operating book of rules may be required to 
pass a reexamination on those rules. 

5. Duration of preferential hiring.—The 
procedures established in this article shall 
continue in full force and effect for not less 
than 1 year from the effective date from the 
commencement of operations or as otherwise 
provided for by law. but in no event beyond 
April 1.1984. 

6. Employee election.— An eligible 
employee of the Rock Island or Milwaukee 
afforded the first right of hire pursuant to this 
article by more than one carrier signatory 
hereto shall have the option to elect on which 
carrier the employee will exercise such right. 

7. Termination of seniority.—When final 
agreement has been reached pursuant to 
paragraph 9 of this article dealing with 
seniority, those Rock Island and Milwaukee 
employees who are hired by a purchasing 
carrier will be considered as having severed 
their employment relationship with their 
former employer. 
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fl. Application of work rules .— 

(a) A purchasing carrier shall not take over 
or assume any of the contracts, schedules or 
agreements in effect between the Rock bland 
or Milwaukee and its employees concerning 
rates of pay. rules, working conditions or 
fringe benefits, and shall not be bound by the 
terms and provisions thereof. 

(b) An employee of the Rock bland or 
Milwaukee hired by a purchasing carrier 
shall come under the coverage of all 
contracts, schedules and agreements in effect 
between such carrier and its employees 
concerning rates of pay. rules, working 
conditions and fringe benefits, and shall be 
bound by the terms and provisions thereof in 
the same manner and to the same extent as 
other employees of the purchasing carrier 
working in the same craft. 

(c) The purchasing carrier shall have the 
option: 

(1) To commingle, under the purchasing 
carrier's work rules, work in connection with 
lines acquired from the Rock bland and/or 
the Milwaukee with work in its existing 
seniority districts, including expansion of 
those seniority districts to encompass the 
acquired lines; and where there are agreed- 
upon switching limits for yards at a common 
point, switching limits of the purchasing 
carrier will be extended to include the 
switching limits of the acquired property; or 

(2) To operate the acquired property as a 
separate seniority district or districts under 
the purchasing carrier's work rules. 

9. Implementing agreement — 

(a) In accordance with the option selected 
under paragraph 0 of this article, agreements 
will be reached on each purchasing carrier 
concerning the manner in which seniority will 
be allocated in filling additional job 
assignments, between the purchasing 
carrier's employees and the bankrupt carrier 
employees hired by the purchasing carrier. In 
the absence of an agreement, in order to 
avoid delay in operations, the purchasing 
carrier may, on a temporary basis, hire 
qualified and available bankrupt carrier 
employees to the extent needed where 
additional jobs are established at the outset. 
Such employees will be placed st the bottom 
of the current list of active employees, and 
they will remain in such status until an 
agreement is reached respecting seniority in 
accordance with the provisions of this 
paragraph. Where no additional fobs are 
established, the purchasing carrier's present 
employees' jobs may be expanded to include 
work on or in connection with the acquired 
property. If. as a result of the agreement on 
allocation of seniority, bankrupt carrier 
employees used on such a temporary basis do 
not secure jobs with the purchasing carrier, 
their employment with the purchasing carrier 
will be terminated without any preservation 
of rights or benefits with the purchasing 
carrier. 

(b) If an agreement is not reached within 
ten (10) days from the dale of the notification 
given under article 1. paragraph 3 hereof, 
either party to the dispute may utilize the 
following procedures for determining the 
allocation of seniority referred to above: 

(1) Within five (5) days after notice in 
writing from one party to another that it 
desires to arbitrate the dispute, the parties 


shall select a neutral referee and in the event 
they are unable to agree upon the selection of 
said referee, then the National Mediation 
Board shall immediately appoint a referee. 

(2) No later than twenty (20) days after a 
referee has been designated a hearing on the 
dispute shall commence. 

(3) The decision of the referee shall be 
final, binding, and conclusive and shall be 
rendered within thirty (30) days from the 
commencement of the hearing of the dispute. 

(4) The salary and expenses of the referee 
shall be borne in accordance with the 
Railway Labor Act 

Noth withstanding any of the foregoing 
provisions of this section, the purchasing 
carrier may proceed with the transaction: 
Provided. That all hired bankrupt carrier 
employees shall be provided with all of tha 
rights and benefits of this agreement. 

(c) An employee hired by a purchasing 
carrier in one craft but who also has seniority 
in another craft with Rock island or 
Milwaukee, such as a yardmaster who also 
has seniority as a yardman, will be given 
seniority in both crafts on the purchasing 
carrier. This issue will be handled in the 
negotiations under paragraph (a) hereof. 

(d) The issue of seniority date and service 
date where an employee transferred from one 
roster or craft to another on the bankrupt 
carrier will be handled in the negotiations 
under paragraph (a) hereof. 

(e) Special projects.—Protection, seniority 
and contracting (pursuant to existing 
agreements) in special rehabilitation projects 
will be subject to negotiations between 
individual purchasing carriers and interested 
employee representatives. 

Article III. Monthly Compensation Guarantee 

1 Coverage .—A purchasing carrier will 
provide a monthly compensation guarantee, 
as hereafter provided, only to bankrupt 
carrier employees hired by the purchasing 
carrier pursuant to this agreement and to its 
own employees who are (1) working in the 
same seniority district in the zone or working 
district of the acquired property and (2) are in 
active service on the date that interim 
operation is begun or purchase completed, 
whichever first occurs. 

2. Duration .—Each employee described in 
paragraph 1 of this article shall be entitled to 
receive a monthly compensation guarantee 
payment for a total of not more than 36 
months from the date employee makes a 
claim for iL except that: 

(a) The period of entitlement to a guarantee 
payment shall not exceed the employee's 
total months of service prior to date interim 
operation is begun or purchase completed, 
whichever first occurs, with the bankrupt or 
the purchasing carrier, as tho case may be; 
and 

(b) Payments of this type received from a 
bankrupt carrier, or any interim service 
operator, or a purchasing carrier or under 
supplementary unemployment insurance 
(such as section 10 of Milwaukee Railroad 
Restructuring Act) all count toward the limit 
on the total number of months as set forth 
above; and 

(c) No compensation shall be provided 
under this section after April 1.1964, unless it 
is necessary in order to provide an employee 


with at least eight (8) months of the 
payments, but after such date, that employee 
shall receive the 8-month minimum only if 
that employee is not employed continuously 
after that date. 

3. Guarantee .—The monthly compensation 
guarantee shall be an amount equal to: 

(a) Eighty percent of an employee's average 
monthly straight-time compensation 
(including all general wage increases 
negotiated nationally for railroad employees] 
earned from the Milwaukee during tho period 
beginning June 1,1977 and ending October 31. 
1979. or from the Rock Island during the 
period ]une 1.1977 and ending on May 31. 
1979. 

(b) In the case of an employee who served 
as an agent or a representative of a class or 
craft of employees on either a full- or part- 
time basis during the period set forth in 
subsection (a) above, 80 percent of the 
average monthly straight-time compensation 
(including all general wage increases 
negotiated nationally for railroad employees) 
of the employees actively employed in his 
class or craft involved immediately above 
and below him on the same seniority roster 
or 80 percent of his own average monthly 
straight-time compensation as computed in 
subsection (a) above, whichever is greater. 
This subsection (b) shall also be applicable to 
railroad officials, supervisory or fuly exempt 
personnel who return to their respective 
craft*. 

4. Payments and offsets .— 

(a) Each employee described in paragraph 
1 of this article shall be eligible to receive a 
monthly compensation guarantee payment 
for any month in which such employee's 
monthly compensation guarantee exceeds 
such employee's actual compensation for that 
month with an offset for any losses due to 
absences from service on account of injury, 
sickness, disability, or discipline for cause in 
accordance with existing agreements. In 
computing such offset tha guarantee will be 
reduced proportionately on the basis of 
working days in the month. Claims for 
guarantee shall be paid within 30 days after 
date claim is Hied, except in the case of the 
initial claim it will be paid within 90 days of 
filing. 

(b) Notwithstanding other provisions of 
this agreement the carrier may reduce the 
"monthly compensation guarantee" for each 
day loat under emergency conditions such as 
flood, snowstorm, tornado, cyclone, 
hurriance. earthquake, fire or strike; 

Provided. That operations are suspended in 
whole or in part and provided further that 
because of such emergencies the work which 
would be performed by the incumbents of the 
positions to be abolished or the work which 
would be performed by the employees 
involved cannot be performed. The reduction 
in monthly compensation gurantee will be 
reduced proportionately on basis of working 
days in the month. 

(c) The sum of (A) the amount of any 
benefits paybable to such employee for such 
month under the Railroad Unemployment 
Insurance Act or under any State 
unemployment insurance program, and (B) 
the amount of any earnings of such employee 
for such month from employment or self- 
employment which is first engaged in after 
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the employee t» adversely affected, may be 
used as an offset. 

(d) The monthly compensation guarantee 
payment shall cease prior to the expiration of 
the period as set forth in paragraph 2 of this 
article in the event of the employee*! 
resignation, death, retirement dismissal for 
jsuiifithlt cause under existing agreements, 
failure to exercise seniority on an available 
position less than 125 railroad route miles 
from bis or her residence, and for failure 
without good cause to accept a reasonably 
comparable position which does not require a 
change of residence, for which be is 
physically and mentally qualified, if his 
return does not infringe upon employment 
rights of other employees under a working 
agreement "A change of residence** as used 
herein means a transfer to a work location 
which is located either (A) outside a radius of 

miles of the employee's former work 
location and further from his residence than 
was his former work location or (B) is located 
cnoce than 30 normal highway route miles 
from his residence and also further from his 
residence than was his former work location. 

|c) If. for any reason, an interim service 
operator is denied Commission approval or 
court authorization for final aale or transfer 
of a line of a bankrupt carrier, or ceases to be 
an interim operator, or if a successor carrier 
agrees, or is ordered to. perform the functions 
formerly performed by the Rock Island or 
Milwaukee under an existing joint trackage 
agreement the employment of bankrupt 
carrier employees who may be employed to 
fill the positions necessary for the operation 
of such service on such line may be 
terminated simultaneously with the cessation 
of that service, without preservation of rights 
or benefits with that purchasing carrier. 

5. Initiation, —The monthly compensation 
guarantee payment will be the responsibility 
of an interim service operator from the date 
of the start-up of interim operations until its 
proposed acquisition is allowed, denied or 
withdrawn, or until the employee** eligibility 
terminates, whichever occurs first The 
« uccessful purchaser will have responsibility 
for monthly compensation guarantee once the 
proposed transaction is consummated, until 
the employee's eligibility terminates. 

8. Flections. —Nothing in this agreement 
•hall be construed as depriving any employee 
of the purchasing carrier who is in service 
prior to the effective date of this agreement of 
■ny rights or benefits or eliminating any 
obligations which such employee may have 
under any existing Job security or other 
protective conditions or arrangements: 
Provided however. That if a protected 
employee otherwise is eligible for protection 
under both this agreement and some other 
Job security or other protective conditions or 
arrangements, he shall elect between 
protection under this agreement and. for so 
long si he continues to be protected under 
the arrangement which he so elects, he shall 
not be entitled to any protection or benefit 
[regardless of whether or not such benefit is 
duplicative) under the arrangement which he 
does not so elect And provided further. That 
• ter expiration of the period for which such 
employee Is entitled to protection under the 
arrangement which he so elects, he may then 
** cnt itled to protection under the other 
arrangement for the remainder, if any. of his 
protective period under the arrangement. 


7. Seasonal work.— In computing the 
monthly compensation guarantee for 
employees, who. during the period beginning 
June 1.1978 and ending on May 31,1979. did 
not hold a Job on a year-round basis due to 
seasonal requirements, their monthly 
compensation guarantee will be computed 
using the actual number of full monthj 
worked in such period. Such guarantee as 
thus computed will apply to the same number 
of full months each year after commencing 
work with a purchasing carrier. 

Article IV. Miscellaneous 

1. Effect of severance payment —This 
agreement shall not apply to any bankrupt 
carrier employee who has elected to receive a 
severance payment under any other 
protective conditions or agreement. 

Z Health and welfare coverage.—The 
purchasing carrier will pay a premium under 
the national health and welfare, dental and 
supplemental sickness plans, for the first 
month of employment of bankrupt carrier 
employees accepting employment pursuant to 
this agreement with the purchasing carrier. 

3. Milwaukee or Rock Island employees 
accepting employment with a purchasing 
carrier pursuant to this agreement will be 
given credit for service with the former 
employer in computing vacation qualification, 
entry rotes and sick leave. 

4. This agreement shall be construed as a 
separate agreement by and on behalf and 
each of the carriers signatory hereto and Its 
employees represented by each of the 
organizations signatory hereto. 

Signed at Washington. DC this 4th day of 
March. 198a 
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(Docket No. AB-55 (Sub-No. 18) 

Seaboard Coast Line Railroad Co.; 
Abandonment Between Landrum and 
Lake Stafford in Citrus and Hernando 
Counties, Fla.; Findings 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to 49 
U.S.C. 10903 that by a decision decided 
October 18.1979, which is 
administratively final, was made by the 
Commission. Review Board Number 5. 
stating that the present and future public 
convenience and necessity permit the 
abandonment by the Seaboard Coast 
Line Railroad Company of a portion of a 
line of railroad known as the BrooksviUe 
Subdivision, extending from railroad 
milepost SR-783 near Landrum. FL, to 
milepost SR-791.72 near Lake Stafford, 
FL, a distance of &72 miles, and 3.54 
miles of sidings in Citrus and Hernando 
Counties, FL, subject to the conditions 
for the protection of railway employees 
prescribed by the Commission in Oregon 
Short Line Railroad Co.-Abandonment 
Goshen. 3601.C.C. 91 (1979); Provided, 
however. That applicant shall keep 
intact all of the right-of-way underlying 
the tract including all of the bridges and 
culverts for a period of 120 days from 
February 29.1980, to permit any state or 
local government agency or other 
interested party to negotiate the 
acquisition for public use of all or any 
portion of the right-of-way. A certificate 
of abandonment will be issued to the 
Seaboard Coast Line Railroad Company 
based on the above-described finding of 
abandonment, on or before April 21, 

1980, unless on or before April 21,1980, 
the Commission further finds that: 

(1) A financially responsible person 
(including a government entity) has 
offered financial assistance (in the form 
of a rail service continuation payment) 
to enable the rail service involved to be 
continued: and 

(2) It is likely that such proffered 
assistance would: 

(a) Cover the difference between the 
revenues which are attributable to such 
line of railroad and the avoidable cost of 
providing rail freight service on such 
line, together with a reasonable return 
on the value of such line, or 

(b) Cover the acquisition cost of all or 
any portion of such line of railroad. 

If the Commission so finds, the 
issuance of a certificate of abandonment 
will be postponed for such reasonable 
time, not to exceed 6 months, as is 
necessary to enable such person or 
entity to enter into a binding agreement 
with the carrier seeking such 
abandonment, to provide such 
assistance or to purchase such line and 
to provide for the continued operation of 
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rail services over such line. Upon 
notification to the Commission of the 
execution of such an assistance or 
acquisition and operating agreement, the 
Commission shall postpone the issuance 
of such a certificate for such period of 
time as such an agreement (including 
any extensions or modifications) is in 
effect. Information and procedures 
regarding the financial assistance for 
continued rail service or the acquisition 
of the involved rail line are contained in 
the Notice of the Commission entitled 
“Procedures for Pending Rail 
Abandonment Cases*' published in the 
Federal Register on March 31,1976, at 41 
FR13691, as amended by publication of 
May 10.1978, at 43 FR 20072. All 
interested persons are advised to follow 
the instructions contained therein as 
well as the instructions contained in the 
above-referenced decision. 

Agatha L. Merganovich, 

Secretary. 

JKR Doc 90-MVi Fltad VlO-tOt £45 am J 
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(Finance Docket No. 29265] 

Southeastern Wisconsin 
Transportation Corp. d.b4L Wisconsin 
Central Railroad Co. To Lease and 
Operate a Line of Railroad in the State 
of Wisconsin 

Southeastern Wisconsin 
Transportation Corp. d.b.a. Wisconsin 
Central Railroad Co., represented by 
John A. Zerbel, President, 4040 North 
Calhoun Road, Brookfield. WI, hereby 
gives notice that on the 3rd day of 
March. 1980, it filed with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission at Washington. 
DC. an application pursuant to 49 U.S.C. 
10901 for authority to lease and operate 
as a common carrier a line of railroad 
approximately 41 miles running from 
Waukesha, WI to Milton (unction, WL 

The line has been the recent subject of 
an abandonment action by the 
Milwaukee Road and a purchase by the 
Wisconsin Department of 
Transportation. The Wisconsin 
Department of Transportation has, 
under other arrangements, transferred 
the track and structures to the City of 
Whitewater. Wisconsin, who in turn 
have entered into a lease arrangement 
whereby the Southeastern Wisconsin 
Transportation Corp. will operate the 
same as lessor under the name of 
Wisconsin Central Railroad Co. 

In accordance with the Commission's 
regulations (49 CFR 1108.8) in Ex Parte 


No. 55 (Sub-No. 4), Implementation — 
National Environmental Policy Act 
1969, 352 I.C.C. 451 (1976), any protests 
may include a statement indicating the 
presence or absence of any effect of the 
requested Commission action on the 
quality of the human environment. If 
any such effect is alleged to be present, 
the statement shall indicate with 
specific data the exact nature and 
degree of the anticipated impact See 
Implementation—National 
Environmental Policy Act. 1969, supra, 
at p. 487. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Interstate Commerce Act. as amended, 
the proceeding will be handled without 
public hearings unless comments in 
support or opposition on such 
application are filed with the Secretary, 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 12th 
and Constitution Avenue, N.W., 
Washington. D.C. 20423, and the 
aforementioned counsel for applicant* 
within 30 days after the date of first 
publication in a newspaper of general 
circulation. Any interested person is 
entitled to recommend to the 
Commission that it approve, disapprove, 
or take any other specified action with 
respect to such application. 

Agatha L. Mergenovicb. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc KMW7T Filed VULAOt »45 un) 

BILLING COOC 7 W 5-01-41 


Petition To Stay Service Order No. 

1430 

Decided: March 6. I960. 

Upon consideration of the petition 
filed by the Railway Labor Executives' 
Association on February 29,1980, 
seeking a stay of Service Order No. 1430 
which authorizes the Seattle and North 
Coast Railroad Company (SNC) to 
operate over tracks of the Chicago. 
Milwaukee. St. Paul and Pacific Railroad 
Company (MILW) between Port 
Angeles, Washington, and Port 
Townsend. Washington, including Pier 
27 and associated track in Seattle. 

The Seattle and North Coast Railroad 
Company has entered into a preliminary 
agreement with the MILW to purchase 
this line. The SNC is ready to commence 
operations under the emergency 
authority granted by this Service Order. 

If the SNC is not permitted to perform 
rail service under this order, shippers 
will loose valuable rail transportation 
which is essential to the operation of 
their business. Emergency Service Order 
No. 1430 authorizes the SNC to 
commence operations immediately so 
that shippers will have uninterrupted 
rail service. 


This emergency is similar to that 
covered by Service Order No. 1399, Pend 
Oreille Valley Railroad. Inc. authorized 
to Operate over tracks of the Chicago . 
Milwaukee, St Paul and Pacific 
Railroad Company. In a decision served 
January 25.1980, the entire Commission 
affirmed tha action of the Railroad 
Service Board in issuing this order 

The petitioner argues that 49 U.S.C. 
Section 10327(e)(1) mandates that an 
employee board order be stayed if an 
interested party files an appeaL Section 
10327(f)(2) rather than Section 
10327(e)(1) would require a stay of the 
order. Our action was taken pursuant to 
Section 11123 which reads in paragraph 
(b)(1), "Except as provided in paragraph 
(2) of this subsection, the Commission 
may act under this section on its own 
initiative or on application without 
regard to subchapter II of chapter 103 of 
this title and subchapter II of chapter 5 
of title 5." Therefore, a stay of the order 
is not mandated. 

We do not see any harm that might 
occur during the appeal period because 
of the labor protection provided in 
Paragraph (f) of the order. Any minor 
harm which might occur during the 
appeal period is outweighed by the harm 
to the public from a hiatus in service. 
Moreover, we believe it is not in the 
public interest to grant a stay. 

The period of time to respond to the 
appeal expires on March 19,1980. 

It is the opinion of the Commission 
that the facts considered fully support 
the finding of an emergency, and labor 
protection has been covered in the 
service order. 

It is ordered, that the petition to stay 
is denied. 

By the Commission, Railroad Service 
Board, members Joel E. Bums, Robert S. 
Turkington and John R Michael. 

Agatha L Mergenovicb, 

Secretary. 

tFR Doc. S0-U86 Filed V1S-4D £45 »m| 

SILLING COOC 7Q3S-0I-M 


Permanent Authority Decisions; 
Decision-Notice 

The following applications, filed on or 
after March 1 , 1979, are governed by 
Special Rule 247 of the Commission's 
Rules of Practice (49 CFR 1100.247). 
These rules provide, among other things, 
that a petition for intervention, either in 
support of or in opposition to the 
granting of an Application, must be filed 
with the Commission within 30 days 
after the date notice of the application is 
published in the Federal Register. 
Protests (such as were allowed to filings 
prior to March 1,1979) will be rejected. 
A petition for intervention without leave 
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must comply with Rule 247(k) which 
requires petitioner to demonstrate that it 

(1) holds operating authority permitting 
performance of any of the service which 
the applicant seeks authority to perform, 

(2) has the necessary equipment and 
facilities for performing that service, and 

(3) has performed service within the 
scope of the application either (a) for 
those supporting the application, or. (b) 
where the service is not limited to the 
facilities of particular shippers, from and 
to, or between, any of the involved 
points. 

Persons unable to intervene under 
Rule 247(k) may file a petition for leave 
to intervene under Rule 247(1) setting 
forth the specific grounds upon which it 
is made, including a detailed statement 
of petitioner's interest, the particular 
facts, matters, and things relied upon, 
including the extent, if any. to which 
petitioner (a) has solicited the traffic or 
business of those supporting the 
application, or, (b) where the identity of 
those supporting the application is not 
included in the published application 
notice, has solicited traffic or business 
identical to any part of that sought by 
applicant within the affected 
marketplace. The Commission will also 
consider (a) the nature of the property, 
financial, or other interest of the 
petitioner, (b) the effect of the decision 
which may be rendered upon 
petitioner's interest (c) the availability 
of other means by which the petitioner's 
interest might be protected, (d) the 
extent to which petitioner's interest will 
be represented by other parties, (e) the 
extent to which petitioner's participation 
may reasonably be expected to assist in 
the development of a sound record, and 
(0 the extent to which participation by 
the petitioner would broaden the issues 
or delay the proceeding. 

Petitions not in reasonable 
compliance with the requirements of the 
rule may be rejected. An original and 
one copy of the petition to intervene 
shall be filed with the Commission 
indicating the specific rule under which 
the petition to intervene is being filed, 
and a copy shall be served concurrently 
upon applicant's representative, or upon 
applicant if no representative is named. 

Section 247(f) provides, in part, that 
an applicant which does not intend to 
timely prosecute its application shall 
promptly request that it be dismissed, 
and that failure to prosecute an 
application under the procedures of the 
Commission will result in its dismissal. 

If an applicant has introduced rates as 
an issue it is noted. Upon request, an 
applicant must provide a copy of the 
tentative rate schedule to any 
Protestant. 


Further processing steps will be by 
Commission notice, decision, or letter 
which will be served on each party of 
record. Broadening amendments will not 
be accepted after the date of this 
publication. 

Any authority granted may reflect 
administrative acceptable restrictive 
amendments to the service proposed 
below. Some of the applications may 
have been modified to conform to the 
Commission's policy of simplifying 
grants of operating authority. 

Findings 

With the exception of those 
applications involving duly noted 
problems (e.g„ unresolved common 
control, unresolved fitness questions, 
and jurisdictional problems) we find, 
preliminarily, that each common carrier 
applicant has demonstrated that its 
proposed service is required by the 
present and future public convenience 
and necessity, and that each contract 
carrier applicant qualifies as a contract 
carrier and its proposed contract carrier 
service will be consistent with the 
public interest and the transportation 
policy of 49 U.S.C. 9 10101. Each 
applicant is fit. willing, and able 
properly to perform the service proposed 
and to conform to the requirements of 
Title 49, Subtitle IV, United States Code, 
and the Commission's regulation. Except 
where specifically noted, this decision is 
neither a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment nor a major 
regulatory action under the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act of 1975. 

In those proceedings containing a 
statement or note that dual operations 
are or may be Involved we find, 
preliminarily and in the absence of the 
issue being raised by a petitioner, that 
the proposed dual operations are 
consistent with the public interest and 
the transportation policy of 49 U.S.C. 

9 10101 subject to the right of the 
Commission, which is expressly 
reserved, to impose such terms, 
conditions or limitations as it finds 
necessary to insure that applicant's 
operations shall conform to the 
provisions of 49 U.S.C 9 10930(a) 
(formerly section 210 of the Interstate 
Commerce Act.] 

In the absence of legally sufficient 
petitions for intervention, filed on or 
before April 21,1960 (or, if the 
application later becomes unopposed), 
appropriate authority will be issued to 
each applicant (except those with duly 
noted problems) upon compliance with 
certain requirements which will be set 
forth in a notification of effectiveness of 
the decision-notice. To the extent that 
the authority sought below may 


duplicate an applicant's other authority, 
such duplication shall be construed as 
conferring only a single operating right. 

Applicants must comply with all 
specific conditions set forth in the 
following decision-notices on or before 
April 21.1980. or the application shall 
stand denied. 

Not®.—All applications are for authority to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, in Interstate or foreign commerce, 
over irregular routes, except as otherwise 
noted. 

Volume No. 10 

Decided: Feb. 4. 1960. 

By the Commission. Review Board Number 
3, Members: Parker. Fortier and Hill. 

MC 200 (Sub-389F). bled September 1, 
1979. Applicant: RISS INTERNATIONAL 
CORPORATION, P.O. Box 2809, Kansas 
City. MO 64142. Representative: H. Lynn 
Davis (same address as applicant). 
Transporting foodstuffs from the 
facilities of Standard Brands. Inc., at or 
near Dallas, Denison. Sherman, and Ft 
Worth, TX, to points in IA and NE, 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at the origin facilities and 
destined to the named destination 
states. (Hearing site: Kansas City. MO.) 

MC 200 (Sub-403F). filed September 4. 
1979. Applicant: RISS INTERNATIONAL 
CORPORATION. 903 Grand Ave„ 
Kansas City. MO 64106. Representative: 
H. Lynn Davis (same address as 
applicant). Transporting (1) iron, steel, 
zinc . and lead, and iron, steel, zinc, and 
lead articles (except in bulk), (2) springs 
and construction materials, supplies and 
equipment (except in bulk) and (3) 
materials, supplies, and equipment 
(except in bulk), used in the 
manufacture and distribution of the 
commodities named in (1) and (2) above, 
serving Kokomo, IN, as an off-route 
point in connection with applicant's 
existing regular route authority, 

(Hearing site: Kansas City, MO.) 

MC 200 (Sub-437F). Bled May 7,1979, 
and previously noticed in Federal 
Register issue of October 2,1979. 
Applicant: RISS INTERNATIONAL 
CORPORATION, 903 Grand Avenue, 
Kansas City. MO 64100. Representative: 
Ivan E. Moody (same address as 
applicant). Transporting iron and steel 
articles, from Midland, PA. to points in 
MO. IL, IN, WI, Ml. KS. and IA. 

Note.—This publication shows correct Sub 
Number which was previously published as 
351F. (Hearing site: Kansas City, MO.) 

MC 531 (Sub-424F), filed August 31, 
1979. Applicant- YOUNGER 
BROTHERS, INC.. 4904 Griggs Road 
(P.O. Box 14048), Houston. TX 77021. 
Representative: Wray E. Hughes (same 
address as applicant). Transporting 
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organic ammonia compounds and 
animal and vegetable fatty acids, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from McCook, IL 
and points in Grundy County, IL, to AZ. 
CA. ID. MT. NV. OR. UT. WA and WY. 
(Hearing site: Chicago, IL) 

MC 730 (Sub-473), filed September 25. 
1979. Applicant: PACIFIC 
INTERMOUNTAIN EXPRESS CO.. 25 
No. Via Monte. Walnut Creek, CA 94595. 
Representative: E. E. Reddick (same 
address as applicant). Transporting 
lumber and lumber between the 
facilities of D. G. Shelter Products Co., 
at, or near, Marion, VA on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Washington 
and Oregon, (Hearing site: Norfolk. VA 
or San Francisco, CA.) 

Note. —Common control may be involved. 

MC 730 (Sub-474), filed September 25, 
1979. Applicant: PACIFIC 
INTERMOUNTAIN EXPRESS CO.. 25 
No. Via Monte, Walnut Creek, CA 94595. 
Representative: E. E. Reddick (same 
address as applicant). Transporting 
plastic pipe and fittings and accessories 
for such commodities between the 
facilities of Plexco at or near. Fairfield. 
LA, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the United States (excluding 
Hawaii and Alaska). (Hearing site: Des 
Moines, IA or San Francisco, CA.) 

Nolo. —Common control may be involved. 

MC 5470 (Sub-205F), Hied September 

26.1979. Applicant: TAJON. INC, R.D. 5, 
Mercer, PA 16137. Representative: Brian 
L Troiano, 700 World Center Building, 
916—16th St, NW.. Washington, D.C 
20006. Transporting magnetite and 
ilmenite ores . in dump vehicles, from 
North Creek. NY, to Fort Lauderdale, FL 
and points in PA, VA, and WV. (Hearing 
site: Washington, DC or New York. NY.) 

MC 36481 (Sub-19F), filed August 31, 
1979. Applicant* FARRUGGIO’S 
BRISTOL AND PHILADELPHIA AUTO 
EXPRESS. INC., 1419 Radcliffe Street. 
Bristol. PA 19007. Representative: Alan 
Kahn, 1920 Two Penn Center Plaza, 
Philadelphia, PA 19102. Transporting 
general commodities (except those of 
unusual value, classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment) between Trenton, NJ. 
Philadelphia) PA, and points in Bucks 
County. PA, on the one hand, and. on 
the other, points in DE, DC, MD. NJ, NY, 
PA. and those in Fairfield County, CT. 
(Hearing site: Philadelphia. PA.) 

MC 38481 (Sub-20F), filed September 

19.1979. Applicant: FARRUGGIO’S 
BRISTOL AND PHILADELPHIA AUTO 
EXPRESS. INC. 1419 Radcliffe St.. 
Bristol. PA 19007. Representative: Alan 
Kahn. Esquire. 1920 Two Penn Center 


Plaza. Philadelphia, PA. Transporting 
containers, container ends and closures, 
and commodities manufactured or 
distributed by manufacturers and 
distributors of containers when moving 
in mixed loads with containers; and 
materials , equipment and supplies used 
in the manufacture and distribution of 
containers, container ends and closures 
(except commodities in bulk), between 
the facilities of Boise Cascade 
Corporation at points in N] and PA, on 
the one hand. and. on the other, points 
in DE, MD, NJ. NY. and PA. (Hearing 
site: Philadelphia, PA or Washington, 
DC.) 

MC 42011 (Sub-59F), Hied August 30, 
1979. Applicant: D. Q. WISE & CCL INC, 
P.O. Drawer L Tulsa, OK 74112. 
Representative: James W. Hightower. 
5801 Marvin D. Love Freeway. #301. 
Dallas. TX 75237. Transporting (1) 
electrical coble, switch boards, 
transformers, motors, pumps, motor and 
pump parts and accessories for the 
foregoing commodities, and (2) 
equipment, materials , and supplies used 
in or in connection with the 
transportation, installation, operation, 
removal, repair, manufacture, and 
maintenance of the commodities 
described in (1) above (except 
commodities in bulk, in tank vehicles), 
between the facilities of Oil Dynamics. 
Inc., at or near Red Springs and Snyder, 
TX, Casper, WY, Rangely, CO, and 
Tulsa and Wilson. OK. on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in the United 
States (except AK and HI), restricted to 
the transportation of traffic originating 
at or destined to the above-named 
points. (Hearing site: Tulsa, OK or 
Dallas. TX.) 

MC 47171 (Sub-144F). filed September 

4.1979. Applicant: COOPER MOTOR 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 2820, Greenville, 
SC 29602. Representative: Harris G. 
Andrews (same address as applicant). 
Transporting cans, containers, bottle 
caps and can ends from Winchester. 
VA. to points in GA. NC. and SC 
(Hearing site: Washington. DC.) 

MC 47171 (Sub-741F). filed August 30, 
1979. Applicant: COOPER MOTOR 
LINES. INC., P.O. Box 2820. Greenville. 
SC 29602. Representative: Harris G. 
Andrews (same address as applicant). 
Transporting floor coverings and 
equipment, materials and supplies used 
in the installation, manufacture and sale 
of floor coverings, (except in bulk), 
between the facilities of Bigelow- 
Sanford. Inc., at or near Belton, Calhoun 
Falls. Greenville, and Landrum, SC; 
Lyerly and Summerville, GA. (Hearing 
site: Columbia. SC.) 

MC 52861 (Sub-82F). filed September 

5.1979. Applicant: WILLS TRUCKING. 


INC., 3185 Columbia Road. Richfield. 

OH 44286. Representative: Paul F. Beery, 
275 East State Street, Columbus. OH 
43215. Transporting iron and steel and 
iron and steel articles . and equipment, 
materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture of iron and steel and iron 
and steel articles between Midland, PA, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in IL IN, OH and WL (Hearing 
site: Columbus. OH.) 

MC 57311 (Sub-13F), filed September 

24.1979. Applicant: PUTNAM 
TRANSFER & STORAGE CO.. 1705 
Moxahala Ave. Zanesville, OH 43701. 
Representative: A. Charles Tell 100 East 
Broad St. Columbus, OH 43215. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except Classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
between points in KY within the 
Cincinnati Commercial Zone on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in OR 
(Hearing site: Columbus. OH or 
Washington, DC.) 

MC 61231 (Sub-146F), filed May 18. 
1979, and previously noticed in FR issue 
of October 25.1979. Applicant: EASTER 
ENTERPRISES, INC., d.b.a. ACE LINES, 
INC, P.O. Box 1351. Des Moines, LA 
50305. Representative: William L 
Rairbank, 1980 Financial Center, Des 
Moines, LA 50309. Transporting tires, 
tire tubes, wheels, wheel weights , and 
tire valves, from Des Moines, LA, to 
points in AZ. CO. IL IN. KS, MI. MO. 
MN. MT. ND. NE, OK. SD, TN. TX. and 
WI. (Hearing site: Des Moines, LA. or 
Omaha, NE.) 

Note.—This republication shows MN as « 
destination State previously omitted from 
publication. 

MC 61401 (Sub-18F). filed August 31, 
1979. Applicant: MARX TRUCK LINE, 
INC., 220 Lewis St.. Sioux City. IA 51102. 
Representative: Robert A. Wichser. P.O. 
Box 417. Sioux City. LA 51102. 
Transporting glass Jars from Mundelein 
and Plainfield. IL to Sioux City, LA, 
under continuing contract(s) with Sioux 
Honey Association of Sioux City, IA. 
(Hearing site: Omaha, NE or Chicago. 

IL.) 

MC 67450 (Sub-97F), filed September 

4.1979. Applicant: PETERUNE 
CARTAGE CO., a corporation, 9651 S. 
Ewing Ave., Chicago, IL 60617. 
Representative: Joseph Winter, 29 South 
LaSalle St.. Chicago. IL 60603. 
Transporting (1) food and food products, 
and (2) materials, equipment and 
supplies used in the manufacture, sale 
or distribution of food and food 
products, between Chester and 
Steeleville. IL and Perryville, MO. on 
the one hand. and. on the other, points 








Federal Register / Vol. 45, No. 56 / Thursday. March 20, 1980 / Notices 


18145 


In AL, CO. FL, GA, IL. IN, IA. KY. LA. 

ML MN. MO. MS. OH. TN. TX and WL 
(Hearing site: Chicago, IL or St. Louis. 
MO.) 

MC 68100 (Sub-38F), filed September 

24.1979. Applicant: D. P. BONHAM 
TRANSFER. INC., P.O. Drawer C. 
Bartlesville. OK 74003. Representative: 
Larry E. Gregg. 641 Harrison St.. Topeka. 
KS 66603. Transporting machinery , 
equipment, materials and supplies used 
in, or in connection with, the discovery, 
development production, refining, 
manufacture, processing, storage, 
transmission, and distribution of natural 
gas and petroleum, and their products 
and by-products; and machinery, 
materia fa , equipment and supplies used 
in. or in connection with, the 
construction, operation, repair, 
servicing, maintenance, and dismantling 
of pipe lines, including the stringing and 
picking up thereof between Houston, 

TX on the one hand. and. on the other, 
points in LA. (Hearing site: Houston, 

TX.) 

MC 75320 (Sub-219F), filed September 

24.1979. Applicant: CAMPBELL SIXTY- 
SIX EXPRESS, INC, P.O. Box 807. 
Springfield. MO 65801. Representative: 
John A. Crawford, 17th Floor Deposit 
Guaranty Plaza, P.O. Box 22567. 

Jackson, MS 39205. Transporting general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value. Gasses A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of Wal-Mart Stores, 
Inc, at or near Palestine. TX, as an off- 
route point in connection with carrier's 
regular-route operations. [Hearing site: 
Dallas. TX.) 

MC 87511 (Sub-28F), filed September 

4.1979. Applicant: SAIA MOTOR 
FREIGHT LINE, INC., P.O. Box 10157. 
Station One, Houma. LA 70360. 
Representative: John A. Crawford. 17th 
Floor Deposit Guaranty Plaza, P.O. Box 
22567, Jackson. MS 39205. Transporting 
general commodities (except those of 
unusual value, clasaes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and commodities which because of 
size or weight require the use of special 
equipment), (1) between Lake Charles, 
LA, and Shreveport. LA. over LA Hwy 
171, (2) between Alexandria. LA, and 
Shreveport, LA. over LA Hwy 1. (3) 
between Alexandria, LA. and Leesville. 
LA. over LA Hwy 28. (4) between 
Clarence, LA and Many, LA. over LA 
Hwy 6, (5) between Boyce. LA and the 
(unction of U.S. Hwy 71 and LA Hwy 8, 
over LA Hwy a and (6) between 
Alexandria. LA and Monroe, LA, over 

L S. Hwy 18a serving all points in 


Caddo, Bossier, Desoto, Red River. 
Natchitoches, Savine. Vernon, Rapides. 
Beauregard. Allen, Calcausieu. Jefferson 
Davis and Cameron Parishes as off- 
route points in connection with carrier's 
regular-route operations. (Hearing site: 
Houston, TX, or Shreveport. LA.) 

Not*.—Serving all intermediate points on 
Routes (1) through (5) In Route (6) serving no 
intermediate points, serving Monroe and 
Alexandria aa points of Joinder only as an 
alternate route for operating convenience 
only. Applicant Intends to tack or join tha 
proposed authority with its present regular- 
route authority at common points of joinder 
in LA. 

MC 94201 (Sub-181F), filed September 

4,1979. Applicant: BOWMAN 
TRANSPORTATION. INC, P.O. Box 
17744. Atlanta. GA 30316. 
Representative: Maurice F. Bishop, Esq., 
601-09 Frank Nelson Building, 
Birmingham, AL 35203. Transporting 
generalf commodities (except those of 
unusual value. Gasses A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment), between Memphis, 
Tennessee and Brownsville, TX: (1) 

From Memphis over Interstate Hwy 40 
to Little Rock, AR then over Interstate 
Hwy 30 to Dallas. TX then over 
Interstate Hwy 35E to junction of 
Interstate Hwy 35 at or near Hillsboro. 
TX. then over Interstate Hwy 35 to 
Laredo. TX. then over U.S. Hwy 83 to 
Brownsville, and return over the same 
route. (2) From Memphis over U.S. Hwy 
79 to junction Interstate Hwy 20 at or 
near Minden. LA. then over Interstate 
Hwy 20 to Ft Worth, TX, then over 
Interstate Hwy 35W to junction 
Interstate Hwy 35 at or near Hillsboro, 
TX, then over Interstate Hwy 35 to 
Laredo. TX. then over U.S. Hwy 83 to 
Brownsville, and return over same route. 
(3) From Memphis over Interstate Hwy 
40 to Little Rock. AR, then over 
Interstate Hwy 30 to Texarkana, then 
over U.S. Hwy 59 to Victoria. TX, then 
over U.S. Hwy 77 to Brownsville and 
return over same route. (4) From 
Memphis to Houston. TX via routes 
specified in Route 3, then over Interstate 
Hwy 10 to San Antonio, TX. then over 
Interstate Hwy 35 to Laredo TX. then 
over U.S. Hwy 83 to Brownsville, and 
return over same route. (5) From 
Memphis, to Houston. TX. over routes 
specified in Route 3, then over Interstate 
Hwy 10 to junction TX Hwy 71 at or 
near Columbus, TX then over TX Hwy 
71 to Austin. TX then over Interstate 
Hwy 35 to Laredo, TX then over U.S. 
Hwy 83 to Brownsville, and return over 
same route. Service in connection with 
the above routes in authorized to and 
from the intermediate and off-route 


points of Tyler, Dallas, Ft. Worth, Waco 
and Temple. TX and those points on 
and within the area of TX bounded by a 
line beginning at Galveston and 
extending North along Interstate Hwy 45 
to Houston, then along Interstate Hwy 
10 to Columbus, then along TX Hwy 71 
to Austin, then along U.S. Hwy 290 to 
Fredricksburg. TX then along U.S. Hwy 
87 to San Antonio, then along U.S. Hwy 
81 to Laredo, then along the Rio Grande 
River to the Gulf of Mexico. 

Applicant seeks (a) to serve all places 
in the commercial zone of each 
authorized point, (b) to tack this 
authority with that issued in MC-94201 
and subs thereto and (c) to interline. 
Applicant proposes to tack the authority 
herein sought with its present authority 
at the service points of Memphis. TN. 
Dallas, Ft. Worth and Houston. TX 
Texarkana. TX/AR: Shreveport, LA. and 
Little Rock. AR to provide direct service 
between the points and area here 
sought, on the one hand. and. on the 
other, applicant's authorized regular and 
irregular routes under Certificate MC- 
94201 and subs in the States of AL. AR 
CT. DE. FL. GA, TU IN. KS, KY. LA. ME, 
MD. MA, MS. MO, NJ, NY. NC. OH, PA. 
RI. SC TN. TX and VA. Restricted 
against traffic moving between points in 
TX (Hearing site: Memphis, TN. with 
continued hearing at Houston. TX.) 

MC 94201 (Sub-183F), filed September 

24.1979. Applicant: BOWMAN 
TRANSPORTATION. INC. P.O. Box 
17744. Atlanta. GA 30316. 
Representative: Maurice F. Bishop. 601- 
09 Frank Nelson Building. Birmingham. 
AL 35203. Transporting iron and steel 
and iron and steel articles from the 
facilities of United States Steel 
Corporation at or near Gary, IN and 
South Chicago. IL to Louisville, KY. 
(Hearing site: Chicago, IL or 
Washington. DC) 

MC 94201 (Sub-184F), filed September 

24.1979. Applicant BOWMAN 
TRANSPORTATION. INC., P.O. Box 
17744. Atlanta. GA 30316. 
Representative: Maurice P. Bishop, 601- 
09 Frank Nelson Building, Birmingham. 
AL 35203. Transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in by 
wholesale, retail and chain grocery and 
food business houses (except frozen 
commodities and commodities in bulk) 
from the fadlities of The Clorox 
Company at or near Houston. TX to 
points in AR LA. MS. and OK. (Hearing 
site: Houston. TX or Atlanta. GA.) 

MC 103490 (Sub-77F), filed September 

24.1979. Applicant: PROVAN 
TRANSPORT CORP.. 210 Mill SL. 
Newburgh, NY 12550. Representative: 
Morton E. Kiel, Suite 1832. 2 World 
Trade Center. New York, NY 10048. 
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Transporting chemicals . in bulk in tank 
vehicles, between facilities of Kay-Fries 
Chemicals, Inc., at or near Theodore, 
AL, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points In the United States (except AK 
and HI). (Hearing site: New York, NY.) 

Note.—Dual Operation* may be involved. 

MC 106001 (Sub-13F), filed September 

4 . 1979. Applicant: DENNIS TRUCKING 
COMPANY. INC. 6951 Norwitch Drive, 
Philadelphia, PA 19153. Representative: 
James W. Patterson. Esquire, 1200 
Western Savings Dank Building, 
Philadelphia. PA 19107. Transporting (1) 
refractories, refractory products and 
commodities used or useful in the 
installation of refractories and 
refractory products, and (2) materials. 
equipment and supplies used in the 
production and distribution of the 
commodities named in (1). between the 
facilities, of A. P. Green Refractories 
Co., at or near Philadelphia, Tarentum, 
and Porter Township (Clarion County), 
PA, Woodbridge, NJ, and Jackson 
(Jackson County). Oak Hill and East 
Greenville. OH on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in CT, DC, DE, MA. 
MD. ME, NC. NH. NJ. NY. OH, PA. RI. 
SC VA VT and WV. (Hearing site: 
Philadelphia. PA.) 

MC 106400 (Sub-118F), filed 
September 25.1979. Applicant: KAW 
TRANSPORT COMPANY, P.O. Box 
8510, Sugar Creek. MO 64054. 
Representative: Robert L Hawkins, Jr„ 
P.O. Box 456. Jefferson City, MO 65102. 
Transporting chemicals, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles from Kansas City. MO-Kansas 
City, KS, to Houston and Galveston. TX. 
(Hearing site: Kansas City. MO.) 

MC 106400 (Sub-119F), filed 
September 25,1979. Applicant: KAW 
TRANSPORT COMPANY, P.O. Box 
8510. Sugar Creek. MO 64054. 
Representative: Robert L Hawkins, Jr„ 
P.O. Box 456, Jefferson City, MO 65102. 
Transporting chemicals, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles from Kansas City. MO-Kansas 
City. KS. on the one hand, to points 
within FL NJ. NY. PA and WV. on the 
other hand (Hearing site: Kansas City, 
MO.) 

MC 111401 (Sub-590F), filed 
September 5,1979. Applicant: 
CROENDYKE TRANSPORT. INC. P.O. 
Box 632. 2510 Rock Island Blvd.. Enid. 

OK 73701. Representative: Victor R. 
Comstock (same address as applicant). 
Transporting nitrogen fertilizer 
solutions , in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Plainview. TX to points in CO, KS, NM, 
OK and TX. (Hearing site: Amarillo, TX 
or Oklahoma City, OK.) 

MC 112750 (Sub-353F). filed 
September 5.1979. Applicant: 
PUROIj\TOR COURIER CORP.. 3333 


New Hyde Park Rd. New Hyde Park. NY 
11042. Representative: Elizabeth L 
Henoch (same address as applicant). 
Contract carrier transporting 
commercial papers, documents and 
written instruments (except currency 
and negotiable securities), as are used In 
the business of banks and banking 
institutions, between Louisville. KY. on 
the one hand. and. on the other, points 
in IN on and North of US Interstate Hwy 
40. (Hearing site: Louisville, KY.) 

MC 13271 (Sub-65F), filed September 

24.1979. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
TRANSPORT. P.O. Box 2544. Great 
Falls, MT 59403. Representative: Ray F. 
Koby. P.O. Box 2567, Great Falls. MT 
59403. Transporting sulfuric acid, in 
bulk, from points in Shoshone County. 

ID to the facilities of Western Nuclear. 
Inc., at or near Wellpinit, WA. (Hearing 
site: Spokane. WA.) 

MC 113271 (Sub-66F), filed September 

24.1979. Applicant- CHEMICAL 
TRANSPORT, P.O. Box 2644. Great 
Falls. MT 59403. Representative: Patrick 
W. Rice, P.O. Box 2644, Great Falls, MT 
59403. Transporting lime and limestone 
products , in bulk, from ports of entry on 
the international boundary line between 
the United States and Canada in WA to 
points in ID. OR and WA. (Hearing site: 
Great Falls, MT.) 

MC 113651 (Sub-311F), filed 
September 6,1979. Applicant: INDIANA 
REFRIGERATOR LINES, INC., P.O. Box 
552. Riggin Rd„ Muncie. LN 47305. 
Representative: Glen L Gissing (same 
address as applicant). Transporting 
foodstuffs, from Hillsdale and Jonesville, 
MI, to points in AL. FL. GA. 1A. KS, LA. 
MN, NO. MS. and NE. (Hearing site: 

New York, NY or Washington, DC.) 

MC 115311 (Sub-375F). filed August 29. 
1979. Applicant: J & M 
TRANSPORTATION CO.. INC., P.O. 

Box 488. Milledgeville. GA 31061. 
Representative: Ralph B. Matthews. P.O. 
Box 56387. Atlanta, GA 30343. 
Transporting (1) cement and lime from 
Ragland, AL. to points in GA (except 
points in Gwinnett, Dekalb, Fulton, 
Clayton and Cobb counties); and (2) 
lime, cement, and mortar mix from 
Roberta, AL, to points in GA. (Hearing 
site; Atlanta, GA, or Birmingham, AL) 

MC 115311 (Sub-376F). filed 
September 6.1979. Applicant: J ft M 
TRANSPORTATION CO.. INC, P.O. 

Box 488, Milledgeville. GA 31061. 
Representative: K. Edward Wolcott P.O. 
Box 56387. Atlanta. GA 30343. 
Transporting (1) roofing and building 
materials, and (2) material, equipment 
and supplies used or useful in the 
manufacture, installation and 
distribution of roofing and building 
materials between the facilities of 


Georgia-Pacific Corporation. Gypsum 
Division, at or near Hampton (Henry 
County), GA, on the one hand, and. on 
the other, points in the United States, in 
and east of ND. SD, NE. KS. OK, and 
TX. (Hearing site: Atlanta. GA.) 

MC 115841 (Sub-737F). filed 
September 24,1979. Applicant: 
COLONIAL REFRIGERATED 
TRANSPORTATION. INC. 9041 
Executive Park Drive. Suite 110, Building 
100, Knoxville, TN 37919. 
Representative: D. R. Beeler. 9041 
Executive Park Drive. Suite 110, Building 
100, Knoxville, TN 37919. Transporting 
paper trays, corrugated post, clay and 
clay products (except in bulk), from the 
plantsites and facilities utilized by 
Lowe’s, Inc. at or near Paris, TN. to 
points in IL IN. KY. MD, MI. NY. OH, 
PA, VA, WI. and WV. (Hearing site: 
Chicago, IL or Washington. DC.) 

MC 116280 (Sub-22F), filed September 

25.1979. Applicant: W. C MCQUAIDE. 
INC., 153 Macridge Ave. Johnstown. PA 
15904. Representative: Christian V. Graf. 
407 North Front St. Harrisburg. PA 
17101. Transporting paper and paper 
products, paper forms, tickets, and 
materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture and production of said 
items, between the facilities used by 
Moore Business Forms, Inc. in OH, PA 
WV. MD, NY. NJ. DE and VA (Hearing 
site: Washington. DC or Harrisburg, PA.) 

MC 117730 (Sub-70F), filed September 

4.1979. Applicant: KOUBENEC MOTOR 
SERVICE, INC. Route 47, Huntley. IL 
60142. Representative: Stephen H. Loeb. 
Suite 2027. 33 No. LaSalle St. Chicago, IL 
60602. Transporting such commodities 
as are used in the manufacture and 
distribution of motor vehicles from 
points in IN. MI. OH. PA. and WI to the 
facilities of Chrysler Corporation at 
Belvidere. IL (Hearing site: Chicago, IL) 

MC 117730 (Sub-72F), filed September 

26.1979. Applicant: KOUBENEC 
MOTOR SERVICE, INC. Route 47. 
Huntley, IL 60142. Representative: 
Stephen H. Loeb, Suite 2027, 33 N. 

LaSalle St. Chicago. IL 60602. 
Transporting such commodities as are 
dealt in by wholesale and retail food 
and drug outlets (except commodities in 
bulk) from the facilities of Procter ft 
Gamble Distributing Co., at Chicago. IL 
to points in IA NE. Baltimore, MD. and 
those points in OH on and north of US. 
Highway 30 and on and east of OH 
Highway 4. (Hearing site: Cincinnati, 

OH. Chicago. IL) 

MC 117820 (Sub-37F), filed September 

25.1979. Applicant: AURELIA 
TRUCKING CO., 2121 Petit Ave„ Port 
Huron, Ml 48060. Representative: Robert 
D. Schuler. 100 W. Long Lake Road. Ste. 
102, Bloomfield Hills. MI 48013. 
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Transporting (1) meat, meat products, 
and meat by-products and articles 
distributed by meat packinghouses, as 
described in Sections A and C of 
Appendix I to the report in Descriptions 
in Motor Carrier Certificates. 61 M.CC. 
209 and 766 (except hides), in vehicles 
equipped with mechanical refrigeration, 
from die facilities of Murco. Inc. in 
Michigan to points in and east of ND. 

SD, NE, CO. OK and TX; (2) materials, 
supplies and equipment used in the 
production and distribution of the 
commodities named in (1) above , from 
the destination points in (1) above to the 
origins in (1) above; restricted in (1) and 
(2) to traffic originating at the named 
origins and destined to the named 
destinations. (Hearing site: Chicago. IL 
or Washington. D.C.) 

MC117940 (Sub-254), filed September 

4.1979. Applicant: NATIONWIDE 

C ARRIERS. INC, P.O. Box 104. Maple 
Main, MN 55259. Representative: Allan 
L Timmerman. 5300 Highway 12, Maple 
Wain. MN 55259. Transporting (1) small 
arms ammunition and related 
components, electrical switch boxes) 
conduit outlet boxes, juction boxes and 
covers, related electrical apparatus 
(except electrical appliances); 
advertising materials; and (2) materials, 
equipment and supplies used in the 
manufacture of the commodities in (1) 
above, between the facilities of Federal 
Cartridge Corporation and Hoffman 
Engineering Company at or near 
Minneapolis-SL Paul. MN. on the one 
hand. and. on the other, points in the US 
(except Alaska and Hawaii). (Hearing 
site: Minneapolis or St Paul MN.] 

MC 118831 (Sub-183F), filed 
September 7.1979, Applicant: CENTRAL 
IRANSPORT. INCORPORATED. P.O, 
Box 7007. High Point NC 27264. 
Representative: Ben H. Keller. I1L P.O. 
Box 7007. High Point NC 27284. 
Transporting liquid chemicals in bulk, 
from Joliet and Wood River, IL to points 
in AL CA, FL TN. SC, NC, KY. VA. DC 
MD, DE, PA, N], and NY. (Hearing site: 
Washington, DC) 

MC 119531 (Sub-174F), filed 
September 25.1979. Applicant: SUN 
EXPRESS, INC, P.O. Box 1031, Warren, 
OH 44482. Representative: Andrew Jay 
Burkholder. 275 East State St.. 

Columbus, OH 42215, Transporting such 
commodities as are manufactured or 
dealt in by manufacturers of containers, 
and equipment, materials and supplies 
used in the manufacture of the above 
described commodities (except in bulk) 
between points in and east of ND. SD. 
NE, KS, OK and TX. (Hearing site: 
Columbus, OR) 

MC 119670 (Sub-670), filed September 

26.1979, Applicant: THE VICTOR 


TRANSIT CORPORATION. 5250 Este 
Ave., Cincinnati. OH 45232. 
Representative: Robert R Kinker. 314 
W. Main St, P.O. Box 464. Frankfort. KY 
40602. Transporting such commodities 
as ore used or dealt in by manufacturers 
of glass, plastic. Chinaware and metal 
products (except commodities in bulk), 
between points in IL, IN. KY, ML MO, 
OH. WV. Wl. and points on and west of 
U.S. Highway 219 in PA, restricted to 
traffic originating at or destined to the 
facilities used by Anchor Hocking 
Corporation. (Hearing site: Cincinnati. 
OR) 

MC 119741 (Sub-235F). filed 
September 24.1979. Applicant GREEN 
FIELD TRANSPORT COMPANY. INC, 
1515 Third Ave^ N.W„ P.O. Box 1235, 
Fort Dodge, LA 50501. Representative: 

D. L Robson (same address as 
applicant). Transporting: petroleum 
products and lubricating oils in 
containers, from the facilities of Mobil 
Oil Corporation at or near Omaha. NE, 
to points in LA. (Hearing site: Omaha. 
NE.) 

MC 119991 (Sub-35F). filed August 30. 
1979. Applicant: YOUNG TRANSPORT. 
INC, P.O. Box 3. Logansport. IN 46047. 
Representative: Warren C Moberly, 777 
Chamber of Commerce Building. 320 
North Meridian Street Indianapolis, IN 
46204. Transporting: iron and steel 
articles, from Alton, Kankakee, and 
Joliet, IL to points in LA. IN. KS. KY. ML 
MO, NE. OR PA, WL and WV. (Hearing 
site: Indianapolis, IN. or Washington. 
DC] 

MC 124111 (Sub-6lF), filed August 30, 
1979. Applicant: OHIO EASTERN 
EXPRESS, INC, 300 West Perkins Ave.. 
Sandusky, OH 44870. Representative: 
David A. Turano. Suite 1000,100 East 
Broad SL Columbus, OH 43215. 
Transporting: (a) frozen bread from 
Bedford Heights. OR to points in CT. 
DE, MD. MA. NJ. NY. PA. RI and VA 
and (b) salad dressings, croutons and 
popcorn from Columbus, OR to points 
In CT. DE. MD. MA. NJ. NY. PA. RI and 
VA. (Hearing site: Columbus, OR) 

MC 124170 (Sub-139F), filed 
September 24.1979. Applicant 
FROSTWAYS. INC, 3000 Chrysler 
Service Dr„ Detroit MI 48207. 
Representative: William J. Boyd. 2021 
Midwest Road. Suite 205, Oak Brook, IL 
60521. Transporting: Such commodities 
as are used by and dealt in by 
manufacturers of health care and safety 
care products (except commodities in 
bulk in tank vehicles), between the 
facilities of and those utilized by Becton. 
Dickinson and Company, at or near 
Niobrara, Broken Bow. Columbus and 
Holdrege, NE; North Canaan. CT; 
Sumter, SC Chicago and Itasca. IL 


Shipshewana. IN; Atlanta. GA: New 
York City, and Hancock. NY; 

Parsippany, Fairfield and Jersey City. 

N); Coshocton. Mount Vernon and 
Canton. OR* Los Gatos, Cerritos, 
Oxnard, and Benicia. CA; Dallas and 
Irving. TX; Haynesville. LA; Ocala. FL 
and Cockeysville. MD, on the one hand, 
and. on the other hand, points in the 
United States (except AK and HI). 
(Restriction: The above authority is 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at and/or destined to the 
above-named facilities of and those 
utilized by Becton. Dickinson and 
Company.) (Hearing site: New York. NY 
or Washington. DC) 

MC 124821 (Sub-64 F). filed September 

24.1979. Applicant: GILCHRIST 
TRUCKING, INC. 105 North Keyser 
Ave.. Old Forge, PA 18518. 
Representative: John W. Frame. ICC 
Practitioner. Box 828, 2207 Old 
Gettysburg Road. Camp Hill PA 17011. 
Transporting: cleaning compounds, 
bleach, mops and brooms, and mop 
parts. from Chicago, IL to Syracuse, NY, 
Elizabeth. NJ. Hanover. PA, 

Philadelphia, PA. Pittsburgh, PA. and E. 
Stroudsburg. PA; Richmond. VA; 

Saylesvilla, RI; and Wilmington, MA. 
(Hearing site: Harrisburg. PA.) 

MC 125961 (Sub-53F), filed September 

24.1979. Applicant; SILVEY 
REFRIGERATED CARRIERS, INC, 7000 
West Center Road. Suita 325, Omaha. 

NE 68106. Representative: Robert M. 
Cimino. 7000 West Center Road. Suita 
325, Omaha, NE 08106. Transporting: 
Preserved fruits and flavoring, from 
Macedon. NY. to Bonner Springs. KS 
and Chicago. IL restricted to the 
transportation of traffic orginating at the 
named orgin and destined to the 
designated destinations. [Hearing site: 
Rochester. NY.) 

MC 128481 (Sub-6F), filed September 

4.1979. Applicant: PACIFIC 
FREIGHTWAYS, LTD- 8020 Enterprise 
SL Burnaby, British Columbia, Canada 
V5A1V7. Representative: George 
Kargiania, 2120 Pacific Bldg.. Seattle. 
WA 98104. Transporting: lime, between 
ports of entry on the international 
boundary line between the United 
States and Canada located in WA, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in WA, OR, and ID. (Hearing site: 
Seattle. WA.) 

MC 128930 (Sub-26F), filed September 

19.1979. Applicant: BRAZOS 
TRANSPORT CO., P.O, Box 2748, 
Lubbock, TX 79406. Representative: 
Richard Hubbert, P.O. Box 10236. 
Lubbock, TX 79408. Transporting: 
Petroleum products and lubricating oils, 
except in bulk, from the facilities of 
Mobil Oil Corporation at or near 
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Omaha, NB, to points in IA and WY. 
(Hearing site: Lubbock. TX. or Dallas, 
TX.) 

MC 128220 (Sub-29F). Filed August 28, 
1979. Applicant: RALPH LATHAM, 
d.b.a. LATHAM TRUCKING 
COMPANY. P.O. Box 598, Burnside, KY 
42519. Representative: Robert H. Kinker. 
314 West Main SL, P.O. Box 464, 
Frankfort, KY 40602. Transporting: Coal, 
in packages and ice melting compound 
in packages, and materials, equipment 
and supplies used in the manufacture 
and distribution of the foregoing 
commodities, between Louisville, KY, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in the United States in and east of KS, 
NE. ND. OK. SD, and TX. (Hearing site: 
Louisville. KY.) 

MC 133830 (Sub-8F), filed August 30. 
1979. Applicant: KING BROS. 
TRUCKING. INC. OF ASHKUM. 
ILLINOIS, Rural Route 2. Ashkum, IL 
60911. Representative: Edward D. 
McNamara. Jr., 907 South Fourth SL 
Springfield. IL 62703. Transporting: feed 
phosphate , from the facilities of Hooker 
Chemical Company, at or near 
Montpelier. LA. to Ashkum. IL (Hearing 
site: Springfield. IL or St Louis. MO.) 

MC 135070 (Sub-96F), filed September 

4. 1979. Applicant: JAY LINES. INC, P.O. 
Box 3018a Amarillo, TX 79120. 
Representative: Gailyn L Larsen, P.O. 
Box 82816, Lincoln. NE 68501. 
Transporting: Plastic containers and 
materials, supplies and equipment used 
in the manufacture and distribution of 
plastic containers (except in bulk), (1) 
Between the facilities of The 
Continental Group, at or near Baltimore, 
MD. on the one hand. and. on the other, 
points in AR. CA IL IA, KS. LA. MO. 

NE, OH, OK. and TX; (2) Between the 
facilities of The Continental Croup, at or 
near Springdale, OH. on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in AL AR, CA, 
G A IL KS. LA. MS, MO. NE. NJ, OK, 

TN, and TX; (3) Between the facilities of 
The Continental Group, at or near New 
Market and Milltown, NJ, on the one 
hand, and. on the other, points in AR, 

CA. IL IA, KS. LA. MO. NE. OH OK. 

TN, and TX; (4) Between the facilities of 
The Continental Group, at or near 
Lenexa and Kansas City. KS, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in AL 
AR. CA. GA. IL IN. IA KY, LA. MS. 

MO, NE. OH. OK, TN. TX, and WI; (5) 
Between the facilities of The 
Continental Group, at or near Houston, 
TX. on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in AL AR. CA. CA. IL IA. KS. 

LA. MS, MO. NE. OK. and TN; (6) 
Between the facilities of The 
Continental Group, at or near Elk Grove 
Village and W. Chicago, IL on the one 
hand. and. on the other, points in AL 


AR. CA, DE, GA, IA. KS, KY, LA. MD, 
MS, MO. NE, NJ. OK. PA. TN. and TX; 

(7) Between the facilities of The 
Continental Group, at or near Cleveland, 
OH. on the one hand, and on the other, 
points in AL AR. CA, DE, GA IL IN. IA, 
KS, KY. LA. MD. MS. MO. NE. NJ. OK. 
PA. TN, TX, and WV; and (8) Between 
the facilities of The Continental Group, 
at or near Burlington, WI. on the one 
hand, and on the other, points In AL 
AR. CA, DE. GA, IN, IA, KS. KY. LA. 

MD. MS. MO. NE. NJ, OH OK, PA. TN. 
TX. and WV. (Hearing site: Stamford 
CT, or Dallas, TX.) 

Note,—Dual Operations may be involved 

MC 135070 (Sub-101 F), filed 
September 4,1979. Applicant: JAY 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 30180. Amarillo. 
TX 79120. Representative: Gailyn L 
Larsen, P.O. Box 82816, Lincoln, NE 
68501. Transporting: empty drums used 
in the transportation of petroleum 
products, from points in CA and CO to 
Houston. TX, and the facilities of Evans 
Drum Company, at or near Dayton. TX. 
(Hearing site: Houston or Dallas. TX.) 

Note.—Dual Operations may be Involved 

MC 135070 (Sub-108F). filed 
September 25,1979. Applicant: JAY 
LINES. INC., P.O. Box 30180, Amarillo. 
TX 79120. Representative: Gailyn L 
Larsen, P.O. Box 62816, Lincoln, NE 
68501. Transporting: (1) Rubber articles, 
plastic articles, and rubber materials, 
and (2) equipment, materials and 
supplies used in the manufacture and 
distribution of the commodities named 
in (1). above. Between the facilities of 
Entek Corporation of America, at or 
near Irving, TX, on the one hand, and 
on the other, points in the United States 
(except AK and HI). (Hearing site: 

Dallas, TX. or Lincoln, NE.) 

Note.—Dual Operations end common 
control may be at issue. 

MC 135410 (Sub-92F), filed September 

25.1979. Applicant: COURTNEY J. 
MUNSON. d.b.a. MUNSON TRUCKING 
CO., P.O. Box 266, Monmouth. IL 61462. 
Representative: Daniel O. Hands, Suite 
200, 205 West Touhy Ave., Park Ridge, 

IL 60068 Transporting: meat, from 
Wilmington. DE; Chicago, IL Boston, 

MA; ML Airy. MD; Mullica. NJ; Buffalo 
and New York. NY; and Philadelphia 
and Punxsutawney, PA to the facilities 
of A & W Foods at Cleveland OH 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at the named origins and 
destined to the named destination. 
(Hearing site: Cleveland. OH or 
Columbus, OH.) 

MC 135410 (Sub-93F), filed September 

28.1979. Applicant: COURTNEY J. 
MUNSON, d.b.a. MUNSON TRUCKING, 
P.O. Box 266. Monmouth. IL 61462. 
Representative: Daniel O. Hands, Suite 


208 205 West Touhy Ave., Park Ridge, 

IL 60068. Transporting canned goods, 
from the facilities of Morgan Packing 
Company, Inc. at or near Austin. 
Brownstown. Converse and Franklin. IN. 
to IL IA. KS. Ml. MN. MO, NE. OH and 
WI. restricted to the transportation of 
shipments originating at the named 
origins and destined to the named 
destinations. (Hearing site: Indianapolis. 
IN or Chicago, IL) 

MC 138100 (Sub-7F), filed September 

25.1979. Applicant: K & K 
TRANSPORTATION CORP., 4515 North 
24th St.. Omaha, NE 68110. 
Representative: Marshall D. Becker, 
Suite 618 7171 Mercy Road Omaha, NE 
68106. Transporting plastic film, 
commodities used in the manufacture of 
plastic film (except commodities in 
bulk), flooring, and empty pallets, 
between the facilities utilized by The 
Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company at 
Merced CA; Buena Park, CA; Akron. 
OH Calhoun, GA; Atlanta, GA; Dallas, 
TX; Chicago, IL and Milltown. NJ. 
(Hearing site: Cleveland OH or Omaha. 
NE.) 

MC 136161 (Sub-25F), filed September 

24.1979. Applicant: ORBIT 
TRANSPORT. INC, P.O. Box 163. Spring 
Valley, IL 61362. Representative: E. 
Stephen Heisley. 805 McLachlen Bank 
Bldg., 666 Eleventh St NW.. 

Washington. DC 20001. Transporting (1) 
glass products, metal products, plastic 
products, clay and day products, 
feldspar, and talc (except commodities 
in bulk), (2) molds and machinery used 
in the manufacture of glass products 
(except commodities in bulk), (3) bottle 
coating systems (except commodities in 
bulk), (4) parts and accessories for the 
commodities in (2) and(3) above (except 
commodities in bulk), and (5) materials, 
equipment, and supplies, used in the 
manufacture and distribution of the 
commodities in (1), (2), (3) and (4) above 
(except commodities in bulk), between 
the facilities of Flat River Glass Co., at 
or near Flat River. MO, on the one hand, 
and on the other, points in the United 
States (except AK and HI). (Hearing 
site: Washington, DC.) 

MC 136291 (Sub-17F), filed August 30. 
1979. Applicant: CUSTOMIZED PARTS 
DISTRIBUTION. INC. 3600 N.W. 82nd 
Ave., Miami. FL 33166. Representative: 
Thomas N. Willess, 1000 Sixteenth St., 
NW., Suite 502, Solar Bldg.. Washington. 
DC 20036. Transporting liquid argon, 
liquid nitrogen and liquid oxygen, in 
shipper owned vehicles, from Essington. 
PA, Keasbey. NJ, New Hanover, NC and 
Camden. SC to points in DE, MD, NJ, 

PA. VA. NC WV. and DC, under 
continuing contract(s) with Union 
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Carbide Corporation of New York, NY, 
(Hearing site: Washington. DC.) 

Note.—Any certificate issued in this 
proceeding will be sub)ect to a 5-year term 

limitation. 

MC138511 (Sub-75F). filed September 

25.1979. Applicant: VIRGINIA 
APPALACHIAN LUMBER 
CORPORATION, 9640 Timberiake Road. 
Lynchburg, VA 23502. Representative: E. 
Stephen Heisley. 005 McLachlen Bank 
Bldg.. 666 Eleventh St NW„ 

Washington. DC 20001. Transporting (1) 
foodstuffs, and (2) materials, equipment 
and supplies used in the manufacture 
thereof, between the facilities of 
Anderson Clayton Foods, Division of 
Anderson Clayton and Company at or 
near Sherman. TX, on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in the United 
States (except AK and HI). (Hearing 
site: Dallas, TX.) 

MC 136511 (Sub-76F), filed September 

24.1979. Applicant: VIRGINIA 
APPALACHIAN LUMBER 
CORPORATION. 9640 Timberiake Road, 
Lynchburg, VA 23502. Representative: E. 
Stephen Heisley. 805 McLachlen Bank 
Bldg., 606 Eleventh St, NW M 
Washington. DC 20001. Transporting (1) 
foodstuffs, and (2) materials, equipment 
and supplies used in the manufacture 
thereof, between the facilities of 
Anderson Gayton Foods, Division of 
Anderson Gayton and Company at or 
near Jacksonville, IL on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in the United 
States (except AK and HI). (Hearing 
site: Dallas. TX.) 

MC 138741 (Sub-92F), filed September 

4.1979. Applicant: AMERICAN 
CENTRAL TRANSPORT. INC., 2005 
North Broadway, Joliet, IL 60435. 
Representative: Tom B. Kretsinger, 20 
East Franklin, Liberty. MO 64068. 
Transporting iron and steel articles from 
the facilities of Nucor Steel at or near 
Norfolk, NE, to points in AR, KS> KY, 
MO, OK and TN. (Hearing site: Omaha, 
NE.) 

MC 139340 (Sub-6F), filed September 

4.1979. Applicant: YELVINGTON 
TRANSPORT. INC., 800 Big Tree Road, 
Daytona Beach. FL 32015. 

Representative: Ralph B. Matthews, P.O. 
Box 56387, Atlanta. GA 30343. 
Transporting cloy and clay products and 
jointing materials and materials, 
equipment, and supplies (except in bulk) 
used in the installation of the foregoing 
commodities from the facilities of 
Dickey Company at or near Bradenton, 
FL to Bessemer, AL and from the 
facilities of Dickey Company at 
Bessemer. AL, to points in FL under 
continuing contract(s) with Dickey 
Company of Pittsburgh. KS. (Hearing 
site: Daytona Beach, FL or Atlanta. GA.) 


MC 139571 (Sub-5F). filed September 

24.1979. Applicant: A. S. MASON, INC, 
3110 Gibson St, Bakersfield, CA 93308. 
Representative: Micheal S. Rubin, 258 
Montgomery St.. Fifth Floor, San 
Francisco. CA 94104. Transporting (1) oil 
well drilling rigs, and oil well drilling 
machinery, and (2) equipment, materials 
and supplies used in the drilling and 
development of oil wells, between 
points in CA, NV. OR. and ID. (Hearing 
site: Bakersfield or Los Angeles, CA.) 

MC 142310 (Sub-28F). filed September 

6.1979. Applicant' H. O. WOLDING. 
INC. Box 56. Nelsonville. WI 54458. 
Representative: Wayne W. Wilson. 150 
East Gilman St.. Madison. WI 53703. 
Transporting: 11) doors, millwork. and 
vents, and (2) materials, equipment, and 
supplies used in the manufacture and 
distribution of the commodities 
described in Part (1) between the 
facilities of Weyerhaeuser Company at 
or near Marshfield, WI, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in the United 
States in and east of ND. SD, NE, KS, 

OK. and TX. (Hearing site: Madison, WL 
or Chicago. IL.) 

MC 143341 (Sub-lF), filed September 

24.1979. Applicant: ABBLEY 
TRANSPORT. INC, P.O. Box 2204, 
Oakland, CA 94621. Representative: 
Philip G. Skofstad. 1525 N.E. Weidler St.. 
Portland. OR 97232. Transporting 
materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture of containers, between 
points in OR, WA, ID and CA. (Hearing 
site: Portland. OR.) 

MC 144041 (Sub-39F). filed September 

8.1979. Applicant: DOWNS 
TRANSPORTATION CO.. INC. 2705 
Canna Ridge Grde, NE.. Atlanta, GA 
30345. Representative: K. Edward 
Wolcott P.O. Box 56387. Atlanta, GA 
30343. Transporting lumber, shakes and 
shingles from points in WA. OR. CA. 

MT. and ID to points in FL (Hearing 
site: Portland. OR or Seattle, WA.) 

MC 144041 (Sub-43F), filed September 

6.1979. Applicant: DOWNS 
TRANSPORTATION CO.. INC, 2705 
Canna Ridge Circle. NE.. Atlanta, GA 
30345. Representative: 1C Edward 
Wolcott, P.O. Box 56387, Atlanta. GA 
30343. Transporting plastic articles 
(except in bulk) between points in the 
United States (except AK and HI), 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at or destined to the facilities 
of Amoco Chemicals Corporation, 
Amoco Foam Products and Amoco 
Container Co. (Hearing site: Atlanta, GA 
or Chicago, IL) 

MC 144041 (Sub-44F), filed September 

24.1979. Applicant: DOWNS 
TRANSPORTATION CO.. INC. P.O. 

Box 465. Conyers, GA 30207. 
Representative: K. Edward Wolcott, P.O. 


Box 56387. Atlanta, GA 30343. 
Transporting (1) such commodities as 
are utilized or dealt in by automotive 
parts distributors and (2) materials and 
supplies dealt in or utilized by battery 
manufacturers (except commodities in 
bulk) between the facilities of C & D 
Batteries, Division of ELTRA in 
Rockdale County. GA, on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in the United 
States (except AK and HI). (Hearing 
site: Atlanta, GA.) 

MC 144190 (Sub*8F), filed September 

4.1979. Applicant: STORY. INC, Route 
#1. Box 122, Henager. AL 35978. 
Representative: George M. Boles. 727 
Frank Nelson Building, Birmingham, AL 
35203. Transporting synthetic yam from 
points in AL GA and SC to facilities of 
Coronet Western. Inc., a division of 
Coronet Industries, in Orange and Los 
Angeles Counties, CA. (Hearing site: 
Birmingham. AL or Nashville. TN.) 

MC 144630 (Sub-28F), filed August 31, 
1979. Applicant: STOOPS EXPRESS, 
INC, 2239 Malibu Court. Anderson. IN. 
Representative: Donald W. Smith, P.O. 
Box 40248, Indianapolis. IN 46240. 
Transporting flour and com meal 
(except in bulk), from the facilities of 
Shawnee Milling Co. at Shawnee, OK. to 
points in AL FL GA. LA. MS, NC SC 
TN. and KY. (Hearing site: Oklahoma 
City. OK.) 

MC 144630 (Sub-29F), filed September 

4 . 1979. Applicant: STOOPS EXPRESS, 
INC. 2239 Malibu Court Anderson. IN. 
Representative: Donald W. Smith, P.O. 
Box 40248, Indianapolis, IN 46240. 
Transporting (1) paper and paper 
products and (2) materials, equipment 
and supplies used in the manufacture 
and distribution of the foregoing 
commodities and (3) plastic articles, 
expanded, between the facilities of Scott 
Paper Company east of a line beginning 
at the mouth of the Mississippi River, 
and extending along the Mississippi 
River to its junction with the western 
boundary of Itasca County. MN. then 
northward along the western boundaries 
of Itasca and Koochiching Counties, MN. 
to the international boundary line 
between the United States and Canada 
and points in the United States in and 
east of MN. IA. MO. OK. and TX. 
(Hearing site: Philadelphia. PA or 
Washington. DC.) 

MC 144870 (Sub-2F), filed September 

24.1979. Applicant: MERRILL 
TRANSPORT. INC. P.O. Box 2288, 
Salisbury, NC 28144. Representative: 
George W. Gapp, P.O. Box 836. Taylors, 
SC 29687. Transporting malt beverages, 
in containers, from Detroit. MI, to 
Charlotte, NC. under continuing 
contract(s) with Cunningham Wholesale 
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Company. Inc., of Charlotte. NC. 
(Hearing site: Charlotte. NC.) 

MC 145441 (Sub-55F). Hied September 

20.1979. Applicant: A.C.B. TRUCKING. 
INC, P.O. Box 513a North Uttle Rock. 
AR 72119. Representative: Ralph E 
Bradbury. P.O. Box 5130, North Little 
Rock. AR 72119. Transporting plastic 
foam articles and foam lined bags from 
Biola, CA to points in AR. FL GA, IL IN, 
KS. KY. LA, MD. MI. MO. NC. OR OK, 
SC. TN. TX. VA. WV, and WI. (Hearing 
site: Little Rock. AR or Los Angeles. 

CA.) 

MC 145441 (Sub-OIF), filed September 

25.1979. Applicant: A.C.B. TRUCKING. 
INC., P.O. Box 5130, North Little Rock. 
AR 72119. Representative: E Lewis 
Coffey. P.O. Box 5130, North Little Rock. 
AR 72119. Transporting such 
merchandise as is dealt in by wholesale 
and retail chain stores from Compton, 
CA to points in the United States in and 
east of ND. SD. NE KS. OK. and TX. 
(Hearing site: Little Rock, AR; Los 
Angeles. CA.) 

MC 145541 (Sub-4F), filed August 30. 
1979. Applicant: SUNWAY 
CORPORATION. 118 W. Main Street. 
Thomasville, NC 27360. Representative: 
William P. Farthing. Jr., 1100 Cameron- 
Brown Building. Charlotte, NC 28204. 
Transporting new furniture and 
furniture parts and materials used in the 
manufacturing of new furniture, from 
points in Burke. Cleveland and Davie 
Counties, NC on the one hand. and. on 
the other, points in AZ CA and TX. 
(Hearing site: Charlotte or Thomasville. 
NC) 

MC 145950 (Sub-50F), filed September 

25.1979. Applicant: BAYWOOD 
TRANSPORT. INC., Route 6. P.O. Box 
2811. Waco, TX 70706. Representative: 

E. Stephen Heisley. 805 McLachlen Bank 
Bldg., 866 Eleventh SL NW„ 

Washington, DC 20001. Transporting (1) 
foodstuffs, and (2) materials, equipment 
and supplies used in the manufacture 
thereof, between the facilities of 
Anderson Clayton Poods, Division of 
Anderson Gayton and Company at or 
near Sherman, TX, on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in the United 
States (except AK and HI). (Hearing 
site: Dallas, TX.) 

MC 145950 (Sub-51 F). filed September 

24.1979. Applicant: BAYWOOD 
TRANSPORT. INC.. Route 6, P.O. Box 
2611, Waco. TX 76706. Representative: 

E. Stephen Heisley, 805 McLachlen Bank 
Bldg., 666 Eleventh St NW„ 

Washington, DC 20001. Transporting (1) 
foodstuffs, and (2) materials, equipment 
and supplies used in the manufacture 
thereof, between the facilities of 
Anderson Clayton Foods. Division of 
Anderson Clayton and Company at or 


near Jacksonville, IL. on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in the United 
States (except AK and HI). (Hearing 
site: Dallas. TX.) 

MC 145981 (Sub-13F), filed August 31. 
1979. Applicant: ACE TRUCKING CO.. 
INC., 1 Hackensack Ave., South Kearny. 
NJ 07032. Representative: George A. 
Olsen, P.O. Box 357. Gladstone. NJ 
07934. Transporting (1) wall coverings 
and wallpaper, and (2) materials , 
equipmentand supplies used in the 
manufacture of wall coverings and wall 

C aper (except commodities In bulk), 
etween Hatfield and Chelsea. MA, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in the United States (except AK and HI). 
(Hearing site: Boston. MA or 
Washington, DC) 

MC 145981 (Sub-15F). filed September 

5.1979. Applicant: ACE TRUCKING 
CO., INC., 1 Hackensack Ave., South 
Kearny. NJ 07032. Representative: 
George A. Olsen. P.O. Box 357, 
Gladstone, NJ 07934. Transporting wall 
coverings and cloth other than with 
surfaces coated with plastic, and 
materials, equipment, and supplies used 
in the manufacture and sale of wall 
coverings and cloth other than with 
surfaces coated with plastic (except 
commodities in bulk), between Paterson, 
NJ. on the one hand, and. on the other, 
points in the United States (except AK 
and HI). (Hearing site: New York. NY or 
Washington. DC) 

MC 146451 (Sub-3F). Bled August 30, 
1979. Applicant: WHATLEY-WHITE, 
INC, 230 Ross Clark Circle NE., Dothan. 
AL 38302. Representative: William K. 
Martin, P.O. Box 2069. Montgomery. AL 
36103. Transporting (1) nonferrous 
metals, from the facilities of American 
Brass, Ino, at Headland, AL, to points in 
the United States (except AL (other than 
Mobile. AL). AK. and HI and (2) 
materials , equipment and supplies used 
in smelting and refining of nonferrous 
metals, from points in the United States 
(except AL (other than Mobile, AL). AK, 
and HI), to the facilities of American 
Brass, Inc., at Headland. AL restricted 
against the transportation of 
commodities in bulk and commodities 
the transportation of which because of 
size or weight require the use of special 
equipment and to the transportation of 
shipments originating at or destined to 
the described facilities at Headland. AL 
(Hearing site: Dothan or Montgomery. 
AL) 

MC 146451 (SutMF). filed August 30. 
1979. Applicant: WHATLEY-WHITE. 
INC. 230 Ross Gark Circle NE. Dothan. 
AL 36302. Representative: William X. 
Martin. Montgomery. AL 36103. 
Transporting (1) tobacco, tobacco 
products and tobacco display materials, 


from the facilities of Bayuk Cigars, Inc., 
at or near Dothan, AL to points in VA. 
MD. NJ. PA, NY. RI, MA. OH. IL MO, 
MI. IN, TN. UT. AZ. CA. DC and AL 
(except in AL only to Mobile). (2) 
tobacco, tobacco products and tobacco 
display materials, from the facilities of 
Bayuk Cigars, Inc., at or near Selma. AL 
to points in VA, MD. NJ. PA. NY. RI. 

MA. OIL IL MO. MI, IN. TN. UT. AZ. 
CA. DC, and AL (except in A1 only to 
Mobile and the Bayuk Cigars, Inc., 
facilities at or near Dothan), (3)(a) 
materials, equipment and supplies used 
in the manufacture of tobacco and 
tobacco products and in the assembling 
of tobacco display materials from points 
in the United States in and east of ND. 
SD. NE. KS, OK. and TX. to the facilities 
of Bayuk Cigars. Inc., at or near Dothan 
and Selma, AL (b) damaged, rejected or 
unsaleable tobacco and tobacco 
products, from all points in VA. MD. NJ. 
PA, NY. RI, MA. OH, IL MO. MI. IN, TN. 
UT. AZ CA. DC. and AL (except in AL 
only from Mobile) to the facilities of 
Bayuk Cigars. Inc., at or near Dothan 
and Selma, AL and (c) materials and 
supplies used in packaging and 
distributing tobacco products, from 
points In the United States in and east of 
ND. SD. NE. KS, OK. and TX to the 
facilities of Bayuk Cigars. Inc., at or near 
Dothan and Selma. AL (Hearing site: 
Dothan or Montgomery, AL) 

MC 146451 (Sub-6F). filed September 

25.1979. Applicant: WHATLEY-WHITE 
INC., 230 Ross Clark Qrcle NE, Dothan. 
AL 36302. Representative: William K. 
Martin. Post Office Box 2069, 
Montgomery. AL 36103. Transporting 
plumbing goods, fixtures and supplies, 
from the facilities utilized by Price 
Pfister, at or near Pacoima, CA, to points 
in FL GA, IL IN, LA. MS, NJ and TX. 
(Hearing site: Dothan or Montgomery. 
AL) 

MC 146560 (Sub-2F), filed September 

4.1979. Applicant: FATHER & SON 
AGENCY. INC.. 5000 Wyoming Ave., 
Dearborn, Ml 48128. Representative: 
Edwin M. Snyder. 22375 Haggerty Rd„ 
P.O. Box 400, Northville. MI 48167. 
Transporting tractors (except truck 
tractors) from the facilities of Ford 
Motor Company at Romeo. Ml. to points 
in CT, DE IL IN. I A, KY. ME MD. MA. 
MN, MO. NR NJ. NY. OH. PA, RI. VT. 
VA, WV. WI. and DC, restricted to the 
transportation of traffic (1) originating at 
the above-named origin point and (2) 
destined to points in the named 
destination States, except that 
restriction (2) above shall not apply to 
traffic moving in foreign commerce. 
(Hearing site: Detroit. MI or Chicago.) 

MC 146561 (Sub-2F), filed August 30. 
1979. Applicant: LM.T., INC.. 1610 IBM 
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Bldg. P.O. Box 3623, Seattle. WA 68124. 
Representative: William (. Monheim. 

P.O. Box 1756, Whittier, CA 90609. 
Transporting (1) foodstuffs , not frozen, 
from Sclah and Wenatchee, WA. to 
points in AZ, CA. NV, and OR. and (2) 
foodstuffs, from Cashmere, WA. to 
points in AZ. CA. NV. and OR. (Hearing 
site: Seattle, WA.) 

MC 146771 (Sub-lF), Filed September 

24.1979. Applicant: TRANS WEST 
CARRIERS. INC., 14418 Slover Ave., 
Fontana. CA 92335. Representative: 
Richard C. Celio. 1415 West Garvey 
Ave., Suite 102. W. Covina, CA 91790. 
Transporting (1) such merchandise as is 
dealt in by wholesale, retail, chain 
grocery and food business houses and 
agricultural feed business houses: soy 
products; paste Dour products; dairy 
based products; and (2) materials , 
equipment, and supplies used in the 
manufacture, distribution and sales of 
the products in (1) above (except 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the United States in and west of MT, 

\VY. CO. OK, and TX (restricted to the 
transportation of traffic moving to or 
from the facilities of Ralston Purina 
Company). (Hearing site: St. Louis, MO 
or Los Angeles, CA.) 

MC 146880 (Sub-2F), Filed September 

24.1979. Applicant: LOWELL DENTON, 
db.a. DENTON CARTAGE COMPANY, 
7322 West 90th St.. Bridgcvicw, IL 60455. 
Representative: Anthony E. Young, 29 
South LaSalle St., Chicaco, IL 60603. 
Transporting (a) general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, Class A 
and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, and 
commodities in bulk) having a prior or 
subsequent movement by rail or water 
and; (b) empty containers or trailers 
chassis, between Chicago, IL, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in IL, IN, 
iA. KS. KY. MI. MN MO. NE, OH, WI. 
and New York. NY, Baltimore. MD and 
Norfolk. VA. (Hearing site: Chicago, IL) 

MC 146890 (Sub-13F). filed August 29, 
1979. Applicant: C & E TRANSPORT. 
INC.. d.b.a. C. E. ZUMSTEIN CO.. P.O. 
Box 27, Lewisburg, OH 45338. 
Representative: E. Stephen Heisley, 805 
McLachlen Bank Building. 666 Eleventh 
Street NW., Washington. DC 20001. 
Transporting plastic articles and burlap 
articles, from the facilities of PPD 
Corporation at or near Newark, N). to 
points in the United States (except AK 
and HI). (Hearing site: New York, NY, 
Washington, DC.) 

MC 146890 (Sub-lflF), filed September 
* 1979. Applicant: CAE TRANSPORT. 
INC, db.a. C E. ZUMSTEIN CO„ P.O. 
Box 27. Lewisburg. OH 45336. 
Representative: E. Stephen Heisley. 805 
McLachlen Bank Building, 666 Eleventh 


Street NW., Washington, DC 20001. 
Transporting (1) wall ties (except 
commodities in bulk) from Miamisburg. 
OH. and Birmingham, AL to points in 
the United States (except AK and HI), 
and (2) materials , equipment and 
supplies used in the manufacture and 
distribution of wall ties (except 
commodities in bulk), from points in the 
United States in and east of MN. LA. 

MO. AR, and LA to Miamisburg, OH 
and Birmingham, AL (Hearing site: 
Cincinnati. OH.) 

MC 147231 (Sub-lF). filed September 

25.1979. Applicant: MARCH 
TRANSPORT CO.. 3401 West Pershing 
Rd.. Chicago. IL 60632. Representative: 
Charles A. Webb. Suite 800 S, 1800 M St 
NW., Washington, DC 20036. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and commodities 
requiring special equipment), restricted 
to traffic moving on freight forwarder 
bills of lading or having a prior or 
subsequent move by a freight forwarder. 
(1) between Los Angeles, CA. on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in CA, 
within 100 miles of Los Angeles, CA; (2) 
between Oakland, CA. on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in CA, within 
100 miles of Oakland. CA: (3) between 
Chicago, IL on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points In IL on and north of 
United States Hwy 136 and east of 
United States Hwy 51, and (4) between 
New York. NY. on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in New York on and 
south of New York Hwy 7 and 7 A, 
including points on Long Island and 
Staten Island. (Hearing site: Chicago, 

U~) 

MC 147371 (Sub-2F), filed September 

24.1979. Applicant: G & L TRANSPORT, 
INC., 8 East Race St., Yakima, WA 
96902. Representative: Earle V. White, 
2400 S.W. Fourth Ave.. Portland, OR 
97201. Transporting fruit juice and fruit 
juice concentrates (except in bulk), from 
points in Yakima and Chelan Counties, 
WA to points in AZ. CA, and OR: under 
continuing contract(s) with Tree Top. 
Incorporated. (Hearing site: Portland, 
OR.) 

MC 147561 (Sub-2F), filed August 31, 
1979. Applicant: J. M. JONES 
COMPANY, a division of SUPER VALU 
STORES, INC, a MN Corp.. 101 
Jefferson Ave. South, Hopkins, MN 
55343. Representative: Andrew R. Clark, 
1000 First National Bank Bldg.. 
Minneapolis, MN 55402. Transporting 
frozen foods from Bettendorf, IA, to 
points In that part of IL on and south of 
a line extending west from the IL-IN 
State line along U.S. Hwy 24 to junction 


U.S. Hwy 51, then south along U.S. Hwy 
51 to junction with Interstate Hwy 70. 
then east along Interstate Hwy 70 to the 
IL-IN State line. (Hearing site: 
Minneapolis. MN.) 

MC 147630 (Sub-2F). Bled September 

4 , 1979. Applicant: WILLIAM C. REAK, 
SR., d.b.a. NORTHWEST FLORIDA 
DRIVEAWAY, P.O. Box 777. Gulf 
Breeze. FL 32561. Representative: James 

M. Barton. II, Seville Tower. 226 S. 
Palafox St, Pensacola, FL 32501. 
Transporting motor vehicles between 
points In FL on and west of U.S. Hwy 
231 and points In AL on and west of U.S. 
Hwy 231 between the FL-AL State Line 
and Dothan, AL points an and south of 
U.S. Hwy 64, between Dothan, AL and 
the AL-MS State Line, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in the United 
States (except HI). (Hearing site: 
Pensacola or Tallahassee, FL.) 

MC 148231 (Sub-lF), filed August 29, 
1979. Applicant: SIKORA 6 WILSON. 
INC db.a. EAST-WEST EXPRESS. 7900 

N. Frontage Rd., Hinsdale. IL 60521. 
Representative: Robert ]. Gill, 29 South 
LaSalle St.. Suite 740. Chicago. IL 60603. 
Transporting chemicals , paint and paint 
products , textile fibers , film , plastic 
granules , and plastic articles in vehicles 
equipped with mechanical refrigeration 
(except commodities in bulk), between 
the facilities of E. L du Pont de Nemours 
and Company, Inc., at or near Des 
Plaines, IL and Parkersburg. WV, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
the United States (except AK and HI). 
(Hearing site: Washington, DC.) 

MC 148251F, filed September 6,1979. 
Applicant: A and B SARDINA MOVING 
8 STORAGE, INC. 807 74th SL North 
Bergen, NJ 07047. Representative: Jose 
M. Espinosa. 3600 Bergeline Ave., Union 
City, NJ 07087. Transporting household 

f oods as defined by the Commission 
etween New York. NY on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in CT, FL 
NJ, and NY.) (Hearing site: Newark, NJ 
or New York, NY.) 

MC 148281F. filed September 25,1979. 
Applicant: SUSANA TRANSPORT 
SYSTEMS. INC. 2845 Workman Mill 
Road Whittier. CA 90601. 
Representative: Miles L Kavaller, 315 S. 
Beverly Dr M Suite 315, Beverly Hills, CA 
90212. Transporting automobile supplies 
(except in bulk), (1) from points in 
Contra Costa. Los Angeles. Orange and 
San Bernardino Counties, CA. to Dallas, 
TX and (2) from the facilities of 
American Formed Plastics. Inc. and Mid- 
America Sales in Elkhart, IN, to Dallas, 
TX. Restricted to traffic originating at or 
destined to the facilities of Sigman- 
Pittman Distributing. Inc. or Quality 
Manufacturing Company, Inc. (Hearing 
site: Dallas, TX or Los Angeles, CA.) 
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MC 148280F, filed August 31,1979. 
Applicant: INTERNATIONAL 
TRUCKERS, INC.. P.O. Box 306, Laurel 
SL, Anguilla. MS 38721. Representative: 
Bob Gisvold, 1000 First National Bank 
Bldg.. Minneapolis. MN 55402. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, commodities in 
bulk, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, and commodities which 
because of size or weight require the use 
of special equipment), between the 
facilities of Gibson Metalux. Inc., at 
Eufaula, AL, on the one hand, and. on 
the other, points in the United States 
(except AK and HI). (Hearing site: 
Washington. DC.) 

MC 148281 (Sub-lF). filed September 

24.1979. Applicant* SUSAN A 
TRANSPORT SYSTEMS. INC.. 2845 
Workman Mill Road. Whittier, CA 
90601. Representative: Miles L Kavaller, 
315 S. Beverly Dr.. Suite 315, Beverly 
Hills. CA 90212. Transporting ceramic 
tile and materials, equipment and 
supplies used to install ceramic tile 
(except Ln bulk) from Bell. Lodi. Long 
Beach and Torrance. CA to the facilities 
of Dallas Ceramic Company in 
Milwaukee. (Portland) and Eugene. OR 
and Seattle, WA. (Hearing site: Los 
Angeles. CA) 

MC 148281 (Sub-2F). filed September 

25.1979. Applicant: SUSANA 
TRANSPORT SYSTEMS. INC, 2845 
Workman Mill Road, Whittier, CA 
90601. Representative: Miles L Kavaller. 
315 S. Beverly Dr., Suite 315, Beverly 
Hills. CA 90212 Transporting chemicals 
(except in bulk), from Lake Charles, LA. 
Barberton. Akron and Cleveland. OH, 
Beaumont and La Porte. TX and 
Natrium. WV to points in AZ, CA, CO, 
ID, MT. NM. OR, ITT and WY. restricted 
to the transportation of traffic 
originating at the facilities of PPG 
Industries, Inc. (Heating site: Pittsburgh. 
PA) 

MC 148330 (Sub-2F), filed September 

25.1979. Applicant: HOPKINS 
TRANSPORTS. INC, 500 South Second 
St„ Stilweil OK 74960. Representative: 
Tom Harper. Jr.. P.O. Box 43,510 North 
Greenwood Ave.. Fort Smith. AR 72902 
Transporting petroleum and petroleum 
products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
between points In OK. and those parts 
of AR. MO and KS bounded by a line 
beginning at Fort Smith, AR and 
extending along Hwy 1-40 to Little Rock, 
AR, then north along U.S. Hwy 65 to its 
intersection In MO with 1-70, then west 
along 1-70 to its intersection with 1-35 
then south along 1-35 to its intersection 
with the OK border. (Hearing sites: 
Tulsa. OK or Fort Smith. AR.) 


Volume No. 47 

Decided: February 20,1960. 

By the Commission. Review Board Number 
3. Members Parker, Fortier and HilL 

MC 2934 (Sub-57F), filed December 6. 
1979. Applicant* AERO MAYFLOWER 
TRANSIT CO.. INC. 9998 N. Michigan 
Rd. f Carmel. IN 46032. Representative: 
James L Beattey. 130 E Washington. SL 
Suite One Thousand. Indianapolis, IN 
46204. Transporting new furniture and 
accessories , from the facilities of 
Duraiite Company, at or near Passaic, 

NJ, to points in AL* AR. IA KS. KY. LA. 
ML MN. MO. OK OK. PA IN. TX. and 
Wl. (Hearing site: Indianapolis, IN.) 

MC 2934 (Sub-58F), filed December 6, 
1979. Applicant AERO MAYFLOWER 
TRANSIT CO.. INC., 9996 N. Michigan 
Rd.. Carmel, IN 46032 Representative: 
James L Beattey. 130 E Washington St.. 
Suite One Thousand. Indianapolis, IN 
46204. Transporting store fixtures, 
cabinets, display racks, and parts, from 
the facilities of Horcules Plastics, at or 
near Flushing. NY, and the facilities of 
Columbia Woodworking, at or near 
Brooklyn. NY. to those points in the 
United States east of ND. SD. WY. CO. 
and NM. (Hearing site: Indianapolis. IN.) 

MC 14215 (Sub-78F). filed December 3. 
1979. Applicant SMITH TRUCK 
SERVICE INC, P.O. Box 1329, 
Steubenville. OH 43952. Representative: 
James R. Stiverson. 1396 West Fifth 
Ave., Columbus, OH 43212 Transporting 
mine roof bolts, and materials and 
supplies used in the installation of mine 
roof bolts; and materials, equipment and 
supplies used in the manufacture of 
mine roof bolts, between Mingo 
Junction. OH. Tazewell, VA and 
Luzerne, PA on the one hand. and. on 
the other, points in AL, GA. IN. IL KY. 
ML NC, NY. OH. PA. SC. TN. VA. and 
WV. (Hearing site: Pittsburgh. PA or 
Washington, DC.) 

MC 30844 (Sub-668F), filed November 

30.1979. Applicant: KROBUN 
REFRIGERATED XPRESS, INC. P.O. 

Box 5000, Waterloo, LA 50704. 
Representative: John P. Rhodes (same 
address as applicant). Transporting 
crude and synthetic rubber, from 
Houston. TX. to Rock Island, IL 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
destined to the facilities of Servus 
Rubber Division. (Hearing site: Chicago. 
ILO 

MC 30844 (Sub-689F), filed November 

27.1979. Applicant: KROBUN 
REFRIGERATED XPRESS, INC. P.O. 

Box 5000, Waterloo. IA 50704. 
Representative: John P. Rhodes (same 
address as applicant). Transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in or used by 
retail stores (except foodstuffs and 


commodities in bulk), between points In 
the United States (except AK and HI), 
restricted to shipments originating at or 
destined to the facilities of Ardan 
Wholesale. Inc. (Hearing site: Chicago, 

IL.) 

MC 30844 (Sub-071 F), filed December 

3.1979. Applicant KROBUN 
REFRIGERATED XPRESS. INC. P.O. 
Box 5000, Waterloo. IA 50704. 
Representative: John P. Rhodes (same 
address as applicant). Transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in by retail 
and discount department stores (except 
foodstuffs, commodities in bulk, new 
furniture, new commercial and 
institutional fixtures, new household 
fixtures and appliances, and new 
household and office furnishings), and 
(2) new furniture, new commercial and 
institutional fixtures, new household 
fixtures and appliances, and new 
household and office furnishings, when 
moving with the commodities described 
in (1) above, between points in the 
United States (except AK and HI), 
restricted to shipments originating at or 
destined to the facilities of Target 
Stores. (Hearing site: St. Paul MN.) 

MC 44735 (Sub-48F), filed December 3. 
1979. Applicant: KiSSICK TRUCK 
UNES. INC, 7101 East 12th SL, Kansas 
City, MO 64128. Representative: John E. 
Jacdera, 641 Harrison SL. P.O. Box 1979, 
Topeka. KS 66601. Transporting iron and 
steel articles, (1) from the facilities of 
United States Steel Corporation, at or 
near Gary. IN to points in IL, and (2) 
from the facilities named in (1) above, at 
or near Gary, IN. South Chicago. Joliet 
and Waukegan. IL, to points in LA. KS. 
and MO, restricted to shipments 
originating at the above named facilities. 
(Hearing site: Chicago, IL) 

MC 53965 (Sub-171F). filed December 

5.1979. Applicant: GRAVES TRUCK 
LINE INC, P.O. Drawer 1387. Salina. KS 
87401. Representative: Bruce A Bullock 
(same address as applicant). 
Transporting (1) Pizza and pizza 
ingredients, and (2) Material and 
supplies used in the manufacture and 
distribution of pizza and pizza 
ingredients, (except commodities in 
bulk), between Salina. KS. on the one 
hand, and. on the other, points in CT. 

DE FL ME MA. NR NJ. NY. RI. VT. 

VA. and WV. (Hearing site: Salina. KS. 
or Marshall, MN.) 

MC 105045 (Sub-134F ). filed December 

4.1979. Applicant: R. L JEFFRIES 
TRUCKING CO.. INC. 1020 
Pennsylvania SL Evansville. IN 47701. 
Representative: Richard C McGinnis. 

711 Washington. Bldg., Washington, DC 
20005. Transporting (l)(a) steel 
buildings, (complete, knocked-down. or 
in sections), (b) building sections and 
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building panels, and (c) parts and 
accessories, for commodities named 
above, in (l)(a) (b) and (c), from the 
facilities of Star Manufacturing 
Company, at Cedartown. GA, to points 
in AL AR. FL GA. IA. IL IN. KS, ICY, 

LA. MN. MO. MS. NR NC, OK. SC, TN. 
TX. WI. and VA. and (2) materials, 
equipment and supplies used in the 
manufacture of the commodities named 
in (1) above, from the foregoing 
destination territory to the specified 
shipper facilities. (Hearing site: Atlanta, 
GA.) 

MC100194 (Sub-39F), filed November 

30.1979. Applicant: HORN 
TRANSPORTATION. INC., 3000 East 
4th Street. P.O. Box 1172, Pueblo. CO 
81001. Representative: Frank W. Taylor. 
Jr„ Suite 600,1221 Baltimore Ave.. 
Kansas City. MO 64105. Transporting (1) 
metal articles, steel buildings, scrap 
metal building materials, railroad 
building materials, Barite, refractories, 
trailer flooring and decking, expanded 
plastic articles and machinery, between 
those points in the United States in and 
east of ID, UT and AZ, on the one hand, 
and. on the other those points in the 
United States in and west of WL IL, MO, 
AR. and LA. (2) iron and steel articles, 
and machinery, materials and supplies 
used in the production, manufacturing, 
and processing of iron and steel articles, 
from PA and OH, to Pueblo, CO; (3) 
energy related machinery, equipment, 
materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture of energy related articles 
between Colby, KS. on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in the United 
States (except AK, and HI); (4) steel 
building and components parts from TX 
and CA. to points in CO. KS, NR WY 
and NM; and (5) lumber, lumber mill 
products, wood products, particle board 
and plywood, from ND. SD, MT. NE, 

WY. CO. NM. A Z. UT. ID. OR. and WA. 
to MT, ID, UT. NM. WY. CO. NM. SD. 
NR KS, OK, TX, IA, MO. AR. LA. IL, IN. 
and KY. (Hearing site: Denver, CO. or 
Dallas, TX.) 

MC 107295 (Sub-949F), filed December 

3.1979. Applicant: PRE FAB TRANSIT 
CO M P.O. Box 146, Farmer City. IL 61642. 
Representative: Todd A. Peterman 
(same address as above). Transporting 
Materials, equipment and supplies used 
in the manufacture and distribution of 
buildings, building panels, building parts 
and accessories, from points in the 
United States (except AK. and HI), to 
Galesburg. IL. Kansas City and 
Grandview, MO, Birmingham, AL, 
Laurinburg. NC Annville. PA. San 
Marcos. TX, and Visalia. CA. restricted 
to traffic destined to the facilities of 
Butler Manufacturing Company. 

(Hearing site: Chicago, IL) 


MC 107295 (Sub-950F). filed December 

3.1979. Applicant: PRE FAB TRANSIT 
CO- P.O. Box 148. Farmer City, IL 61642. 
Representative: Dale L Cox (same 
address as above). Transporting Pipe 
and tubing, from Pine Bluff, AR. to 
points in AL AR. CT. DR WL FL GA. 

IL IN. IA, KS. KY. LA. MR MD. MA. MI. 

MN. MS, MO, NR NH. NJ. NY, NC ND. 
OH, OK. PA. RL SC, SD. TN. TX. VT. 

VA. WV. and DC (Hearing site: Little 
Rock, AR, or Dallas, TX.) 

MC 107295 (Sub-051 F), filed December 

3.1979. Applicant* PRE FAB TRANSIT 
CO.. P.O. Box 146, Farmer City. IL 61642. 
Representative: Todd A. Peterman 
(same address as above). Transporting 
Bentonite and soapstone (except in 
bulk), from Gonzales, TX. to points in 
the United States (except AK and HI). 
(Hearing site: Dallas. TX.) 

MC 107295 (Sub-952F), filed December 

4.1979. Applicant: PRE FAB TRANSIT 
CO., a corporation, P.O. Box 146, Farmer 
City, IL 61842. Representative: Todd A. 
Peterman (same address as applicant). 
Transporting glassware, between points 
in the United States (except AK and HI), 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at or destined to the facilities 
of Riekes Crisa Company. (Hearing site: 
Omaha, NR) 

MC 110525 (Sub-1320F), filed 
December 3.1979. Applicant: 

CHEMICAL LEAMAN TANK LINES, 
INC- 520 East Lancaster Avenue. 
Downington, PA 19335. Representative: 
Thomas ). O'Brien (same address as 
applicant). Transporting (1) Petroleum 
products, (in bulk, in tank vehicles). 
Between the facilities of Wheeling- 
Pittsburgh Steel Corporation, at 
Canfield. Martins Ferry, Mingo (unction. 
Steubenville, and Yorkville, OH, 
Allenport and Monessen. PA, Beech 
Bottom, Ben wood. Folia ns bee and 
Wheeling, WV. on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in OH. WV, and PA, (2) 
Liquid and dry chemicals, chemical 
compounds, and plastics, (in bulk, in 
tank vehicles). Between the facilities of 
Borg-Warner Chemicals, Borg-Warner 
Corporation, at or near Ottawa, IL on 
the one hand. and. on the other, points 
in the United States (except AK and HI). 
(3) Petroleum lubricating oil and 
hydraulic systems fluid, (in bulk, in tank 
vehicles). Between Fogelsvilie, PA, to 
points in CT, DR MD, MA. MR NH. NJ, 
NY. RL VA, and VT. and (4) Chemicals, 
(in bulk, in tank vehicles), fSom 
Jonesboro. GA, to points in IL IN. KS. 

MO, and OK. (Hearing site: Washington, 
DC.) 

MC 112304 (Sub-232F), filed November 
30, 1979. Applicant: ACE DORAN 
HAULING 6 RIGGING CO., a 
corporation, 1601 Blue Rock SL 


Cincinnati, OH 45223. Representative: 
John G. Banner (same address as 
applicant). Transporting (1) iron and 
steel articles, from Owensville. MO. to 
those points in the United States in and 
east of ID. UT, and AZ, and (2) 
equipment, materials and supplies 
(except in bulk), used in the 
manufacture and processing of the 
commodities in (1) above, in the reverse 
direction. (Hearing site: SL Louis, MO, 
or Washington, DC) 

MC 114284 (Sub-67F). filed December 

4 . 1979. Applicant: FOX-SMYTHE 
TRANSPORTATION CO- a corporation. 
1700 S. Portland P.O. Box 82307, 
Oklahoma City. OK 73108. 
Representative: John R (andera. 641 
Harrison St- Topeka, KS 66603. 
Transporting Meats, meat products, 
meat by-products, and articles 
distributed by meat packinghouses as 
described Sections A and C of Appendix 
I to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.CC 209 and 
766, (except hides and skins and 
commodities in bulk), from the facilities 
of John Morrell & Co., at or near East St. 
Louis. IL to points in AR. and TX. 
restricted to traffic originating at the 
facilities of John Morrell & Co. (Hearing 
site: Kansas City, MO.) 

MC 114284 (Sub-88F). filed December 

5.1979. Applicant: FOX-SMYTHE 
TRANSPORTATION CO- a corporation, 
1700 S. Portland P.O. Box 82307. 
Oklahoma City. OK 73108. 
Representative: John R Jandera, 641 
Harrison SL Topeka, KS 66603. 
Transporting Meats. Meat Products, 
Meat by-products and articles 
distributed by meat packinghouses 
(except hides and commodities in bulk), 
as defined in Sections A and C of 
Appendix I to the report in Descriptions 
in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C 
209 and 706, from the facilities of Wilson 
Foods Corporation, at Cedar Rapids. IA, 
to points in NM, OK. and TX. restricted 
to the transportation of traffic 
originating at the above named origin 
and destined to the named destinations. 
(Hearing site: Oklahoma City, OK.) 

MC 115724 (Sub-9F), filed December 3. 
1979. Applicant: J. W. PHILLIPS, INC- 
P.O. Box 18493, Oklahoma City, OK 
73154. Representative: Donald L Walker 
(same address as applicant). Contract 
carrier, transporting (1) Machinery, 
machinery parts, bearings, oil seals and 
motor mounts used in or on automobiles, 
trucks, farm and industrial equipment 
rubber products, environmental control 
equipment, air condition units, air- 
cooling. heating, and purifying systems, 
and (2) materials, equipment, and 
supplies used in the manufacture, 
distribution of the commodities in (1) 
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above, (except commodities in bulk), 
between the facilities of LSB Industries, 
Inc., and its subsidiaries at or near 
Oklahoma City, OK, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in the United 
States (except AK. and HI), under 
continuing contract(s) with LSB 
Industries, Inc., of Oklahoma City, OK. 
(Hearing site: Oklahoma City. OK, or 
Dallas. TX.) 

MC 115724 (Sub-lOF). filed December 

6.1979. Applicant: J. W. PHILLIPS, INC., 
P.O. Box 18493, Oklahoma City. OK 
73154. Representative: Donald L 
Walker, P.O. Box 18493, Oklahoma City, 
OK. Contract carrier transporting (1) 
air-conditioning and refrigeration units . 
which because of their size or weight 
require the use of special equipment, 
and (2) such units not requiring special 
equipment when moving in mixed loads 
with commodities in (1) above, from 
Oklahoma City. OK. to points in LA. ID. 
KS. ME. MN. NE ND. NH, OR. SD. WA. 
Wl, and VT. under a continuing 
contract(s) with Govemair Corporation, 
Oklahoma City. OK. (Hearing site: 
Oklahoma City. OK. or Dallas. TX.) 

MC 117765 (Sub-280F). filed December 

3.1979. Applicant: HAHN TRUCK LINE, 
INC., 1100 S. MacArthur. P.O. Box 75218, 
Oklahoma City, OK 73147. 
Representative: R. E Hagan (same 
address as applicant). Transporting (1) 
flour\ com meal birdseed, popcorn, 
feed and feed ingredients (except in 
bulk), from Shawnee. OK. to points in 
AR. MO. and TX. (2) flour, in containers 
(except in bulk), from Alton, IL. to 
Shawnee, OK. and (3) Pitch, ligin, (in 
bags), from Appleton, Wl, to points in 
LA and TX. (Hearing site: Oklahoma 
City, OK.) 

MC 121525 (Sub-8F). filed December 8. 
1979. Applicant: SNIDER TRUCKING 
SERVICE. INC.. 110 E 5th Street, 
Ritrville, WA 99169. Representative: 
Boyd Hartman. P.O. Box 3641, Bellevue. 
WA 66004. Transporting fertilizer (dry in 
bulk) from points in Kootenai and 
Shoshone Counties. ID, to points in WA 
in and east of Okanogan. Chalan, 
Kittitas. Yakima and Klickitat Counties. 
WA. (Hearing site: Spokane, or Seattle. 
WA.) 

MC 124174 (Sub-103F), Hied August 3a 
1979. Applicant: MOMSEN TRUCKING 
COm a corporation. 13811 *'L" St., 

Omaha. NE 66137. Representative: Karl 
E Momsen (same address as applicant). 
Transporting electric copper wire and 
cable from the facilities of The Okonite 
Company, at Ashton and Phillipsdale, 

RI, and Worcester. MA, to points In AR. 
CO. IL. IN. IA. KY. Ml. MN. MO, MT. 

NE. NV. ND. OH. OK. PA. SD, TN. TX. 
Wl. and WY. (Hearing site: Boston, MA, 
or Hartford, CT.) 


MC 126555 (sub-78F), hied December 

4.1979. Applicant: UNIVERSAL 
TRANSPORT. INC., Box 3000, Rapid 
City, SD 57701. Representative: Truman 
A. Stockton, Jr., The 1650 Grant St Bldg., 
Denver, CO 80203. Transporting 
gasoline and diesel fuel, from Denver. 
CO. to points in Chase. Dundy. Hayes, 
and Hitchcock Counties. NE (Hearing 
site: Denver, CO.) 

MC 127115 (Sub-14F). filed December 

4.1979. Applicant: MILLER’S 
TRANSPORT. INC., 510 West 4th North, 
Hyrum, UT 84319. Representative: Bruce 
W. Shand. 430 Judge Building. Salt Lake 
City, UT 84111. Contract carrier 
transporting. (1) over-snow tracked 
vehicles, and parts, from Logan. UT, to 
Baltimore, MD. and points in CA. CO, IL, 
ME. NH, NV. NY. OR. PA. VT. WA. WL 
MD, and (2) used over-snow tracked 
vehicles, and materials, equipment and 
supplies used in the manufacture and 
distribution of over-snow tracked 
vehicles, from Pollock Pines. CA, Grand 
Junction. CO. Harvey. IL. Lafayette, IN. 
CoITeeville. KS, Dearborn. ML 
Stroudsburg. PA. Lynwood, WA, and 
Stevens Point, WL to Logan. UT, under 
continuing contract(s) with DeLorean 
Manufacturing Co„ of Logan. UT. 
(Hearing site: Salt Lake City, UT.) 

MC 127625 (Sub-37F). filed December 

5.1979. Applicant: SANTEE CEMENT 
CARRIERS. INC., P.O. Box 638, Holly 
Hill. SC 29059. Representative: Frank B. 
Hand. Jr., P.O. Drawer C, BenyviUe, VA 
22811. Transporting materials and 
supplies used in the manufacture and 
distribution of cement, from points in FL, 
GA, IN. NC, OH, and PA, to points in 
Orangeburg and Dorchester Counties, 
SC. (Hearing site: Columbia. SC, or 
Washington, DC.) 

MC 128235 (Sub-26F). filed December 

5.1979. Applicant: AL JOHNSON 
TRUCKING. INC., 1518 Marshall N.E. 
Minneapolis. MN 55413. Representative: 
Earl Hacking, 1700 New Brighton Blvd., 
Minneapolis. MN 55413. Transporting 
malt beverages , (in containers), from St. 
Paul. MN. to points in IA. (Hearing site: 
Minneapolis or St Paul. MN.) 

MC 129974 (Sub-lOF), filed December 

4.1979. Applicant THOMPSON BROS.. 
INC., 3604 Hovland Dr., Sioux Falls, SD 
57101. Representative: Richard P. 
Anderson, 502 First National Bank Bldg., 
Fargo, ND 58128. Contract carrier 
transporting (1) spices, flavorings, 
mustard and mustard products, and (2) 
materials, equipment and supplies 
(except commodities in bulk, in tank 
vehicles), used in the manufacture of the 
commodities in (1) above, between the 
facilities of Baltimore Spice Co., at 
Grand Forks. ND. on the one hand. and. 
on the other, points in the United States 


(except AK, and HI), under continuing 
contract(s) with Baltimore Spice Co., of 
Grand Forks. ND. (Hearing site: 
Washington, DC.) 

MC 134604 (Sub-5), filed December 6. 
1979. Applicant: HOWARD DULLUM, 
Gardner. ND 58036. Representative: 
Todd Foss. 502 First National Bank 
Bldg.. Fargo, ND 5812a Transporting 
vegetable oils, vegetable meals, and 
blends thereof, from Riverside. ND, to 
points in the United States (except AK. 
and HI). (Hearing site: Minneapolis. 
MN.) 

MC 135524 (Sub-90F), filed December 

3.1979. Applicant: G. F. TRUCKING 
CO., a corporation. P.O. Box 229.1028 
West Rayen Ave., Youngstown, OH 
44501. Transporting lumber, lumber mill 
products, and building materials, 
between points in FL. on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in the United 
States (except AK and HI). (Hearing 
site: Columbus. OH. or Jacksonville. FL.) 

MC 135524 (Sub.9lF). filed December 

3.1979. Applicant: G. F. TRUCKING 
CO., a corporation. P.O. Box 229,1028 
West Rayen Ave.. Youngstown. OH 
44501. Representative: George Fedorisln, 
914 Salts Springs Rd.. Youngstown. OH 
44509. Transporting (1) accousticol tile, 
panels, noise control products, and 
accessories, and (2) materials, 
equipment, and supplies used in the 
manufacture and distribution of 
commodities in (1) above between 
Hagerstown, MD. on the one hand. and. 
on the other, those points in the United 
States in and east of MN. LA, MO, AR. 
and LA. (Hearing site: Columbus, OH. or 
Baltimore. MD.) 

MC 135895 (Sub-76F), filed December 

3.1979. Applicant: B & R DRAY ACE 
INC., P.O. Box 8534. Battlefield Station. 
Jackson. MS 39204. Representative: 
Douglas C. Wynn. P.O. Box 1295, 
Greenville. MS 38701. Transporting (1) 
glass containers and (2) equipment, 
materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture, sale and distribution of 
glass containers, (except commodities in 
bulk or those requiring special 
equipment), between the facilities of 
Midland Glass Co., at Cliffwood. NJ. 
Warner Robbins. GA. Henryetta. OK, 
Terre Haute, IN, and Shakopee. MN. on 
the one hand and. on the other, points 
in the United States (except AR and HI). 
(Hearing site: Jackson. MS, or 
Washington. DC.) 

MC 138315 (Sub-99F), filed December 

8.1979. Applicant: OLEN BURRAGF. 
TRUCKING, INC.. Route 9. Box 28. 
Philadelphia. MS 39350. Representative: 
Fred W. Johnson. Jr., 1500 Deposit 
Guaranty Plaza, P.O. Box 22828. 

Jackson. MS 39205. Transporting (1) 
Wooden and wire box and crate 
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materials, from the facilities of Great 
Southern Wirebound Box Co.. bio, at or 
near Magnolia. MS. to those points in 
the United States in and east of TX, OK, 
KS. NE, SD. and ND, and (2) materials, 
equipment and supplies used in the 
manufacturing and distribution of the 
commodities named in (1) above, in the 
reverse direction, restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at or 
destined to the facilities of Great 
Southern Wirebound Box Co., Inc. 
(Hearing site: New Orleans. LA. or 
Jackson, MS.) 

MC138054 (Sub-3OF), filed December 

4.1979. Applicant: CONDOR 
CONTRACT CARRIERS, INC, 056 
Wooster SL, Lodi. OH. 44254. 
Representative: Bradford E. Kistier. P.O. 
Box 82028, Lincoln. NE 68501. Contract 
carrier transporting General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value. Classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
commodities requiring special 
equipment), between points in the 
United States (except AK. and ID), 
under a continuing contract(s) with 
Emerson Electric Co., of St. Louis, MO. 
(Hearing site: St Louis. MO.) 

Not *.—Dual operation# may be involved 

MC 136824 (Sub-34F). filed December 

4.1979. Applicant: REDWAY 
CARRIERS, INC., P.O. Box 104. 
Waukegan, IL 80065. Representative: 

Paul J. Maton. 10 South LaSalle St., Suite 
1620, Chicago, IL 60603. Contract carrier ; 
transporting (1) food products, in 
containers, (2) materials and supplies 
used in the processing, canning and 
bottling of food products, between the 
facilities of Oconomowoc Canning 
Corp., at or near Poynette, DeForest 
Wsunakee, Sun Prarie. Cobb. Merrill 
and Oconomowoc, Wi on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in AL GA IN. 
KY. LA. Mi. MS. OH, MD. TN.tA.KS. 
PA IL, NY, and AR. under a continuing 
contract(s) with Oconomowoc Canning 
Corp.. of Oconomowoc, WL (Hearing 
site: Chicago, IL) 

MC 138824 (Sub-35F), filed December 

4.1979. Applicant REDWAY 
CARRIERS, INC. P.O. Box 104. 
Waukegan. IL 60065. Representative: 
Paul J. Maton. 10 S. LaSalle St., Suite 
1620, Chicago, IL 60603 Contract carrier, 
transporting food products, in 
containers, and (2) materials and 
supplies used in processing, canning and 
bottling of food products, (except 
commodities in bulk), between the 
facilities of Ocean Spray Cranberries, 
buL at Kenosha. WI, N. Chicago, IL 
Montgomery. AL Northeast. PA 
Sulphur Springs, TX. Crawn, ML 
Bordentown, NJ, Middieboro. MA and 


Lake Wales, FL on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in MO. WI, OH. IL 
TN. AL MS, OK, KS. NE, CO. NC IN. 
KY. AR, MN. CA FL SC PA LA. ML 
ND. SD, LA and TX. under continuing 
contracl(s) with Ocean Spray 
Cranberries, Inc., of Kenosha. WI. 
(Hearing site: Chicago, IL) 

MC 138875 (Sub-255F), filed December 

4.1979. Applicant: SHOEMAKER 
TRUCKING COMPANY, a corporation. 
11900 Franklin Rd.. Boise, ID 83709. 
Representative: F. L Sigloh (same 
address as above). Transporting (1) 
foodstuffs (moving in vehicles equipped 
with mechanical refrigeration), between 
points in AZ. CA ID, NV, OR, UT. WA 
and WY. (2) Alcoholic beverages, and 
(3) empty containers for (2) above, when 
returning to point of origin, between 
points in AZ. CA OR, and WA on the 
one hand, and. on the other points in ID. 
restricted in (1), (2) and (3) above, 
against the transportation of 
commodities in bulk and further 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at and destined to named 
origins and destinations. (Hearing site: 
Boise. ID, or Washington, DC.) 

MC 139495 (Sub-50lF), filed December 

3.1979. Applicant: NATIONAL 
CARRIERS. INC, 1501 East 8th St. P.O. 
Box 1358. Liberal. KS 67901. 
Representative: Herbert Alan Dubin, 
1320 Fenwick Lane, Silver Spring. MD 
2091 a Transporting (1) Foodstuffs 
(except in bulk, in tank vehicles), from 
the facilities of Pearn International, Inc., 
at or near Franklin Park, IL and Los 
Angeles, CA, to points in the United 
States (except AX, and HI), and (2) 
materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture of foodstuffs (except in 
bulk, in tank vehicles), in the reverse 
directions. (Hearing site: Washington, 
DC.) 

MC 139495 (Sub-505F). filed December 

4.1979. Applicant: NATIONAL 
CARRIERS. INC. 1501 East 8th St., P.O. 
Box 1358, Liberal KS 67901. 
Representative: Herbert Alan Dubin. 
1320 Fenwick Lane. Stiver Spring, MD 
20910. Transporting Tires, tubes, and 
rims, from FL Worth, and Dallas, TX, to 
points in KS, and OK. (Hearing site: 
Washington. DC) 

MC 140484 (Sub-72 F), file d December 

4.1979. Applicant: LESTER COGGINS 
TRUCKING. INC, P.O. Box 09, 2671 E. 
Edison Ave., Fort Myers, FL 33902. 
Representative: Frank T. Day (same 
address as applicant). Transporting 
electric motors, electric welders, and 
parts and accessories for electric 
motors and electric welders, welding 
supplies and hand truck parts (except 
commodities because of their size and 
weight requiring the use of special 


equipment), from the facilities of Lincoln 
Electric Company, in Cuyahoga and 
Lake Counties. OH. to points in LA DU 
IN. KS. ML MN, MO. PA and WL 
(Hearing site: Cleveland, OH. or 
Washington, DC) 

MC 141264 (Sub-4F), filed December 3, 
1979. Applicant GATEWAY 
TRUCKING CO. INC. 2030 East Beaver 
St, Jacksonville, FL 32202. 
Representative: Sol H. Proctor. 1101 
Blockstone Bldg.. Jacksonville, FL 32202. 
Transporting (1) General Commodities 
(except those of unusual value, Classes 
A and B explosives, commodities in 
bulk, commodities requiring special 
equipment, household goods as defined 
by the Commission), having an 
immediately prior or subsequent 
movement by water, and (2) Empty 
containers, trailers and trailer chassis, 
between Jacksonville. FL on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in FL 
GA. AL and SC. (Hearing site: 
Jacksonville, FL) 

MC 141804 (Sub*307F), filed December 

4.1979. Applicant: WESTERN EXPRESS, 
DIVISION OF INTERSTATE RENTAL 
INC, P.O. Box 3488, Ontario, CA 91761. 
Representative: Frederick J. Coffman 
(same address as applicant). 
Transporting (1) building equipment 
materials and supplies, and (2) lumber, 
plywood, particleboard, moulding, 
cuts took and wood prahrets, between 
points in AZ, CA. OR, WA. NM, TX. and 
UT, on the one hand, and on the other, 
those points in the United States in and 
east of MN, LA MS, AR. and LA. 
(Hearing site: Los Angeles, CA.) 

MC 141804 (Sub-30aFl filed December 

4.1979. Applicant: WESTERN EXPRESS, 
DIVISION OF INTERSTATE RENTAL 
INC, P.O. Box 3488, Ontario, CA 91761. 
Representative: Frederick J. Coffman 
(same address as applicant). 
Transporting such commodities dealt in 
and used by manufacturers of electrical 
products, between points in the United 
States (except AK, and HI), restricted to 
the transportation of traffic originating 
at the facilities used by General Electric 
Corporation. (Hearing site: Los Angeles. 
CA.) 

MC 141804 (Sub*309F). filed December 

4.1979. Applicant: WESTERN EXPRESS, 
DIVISION OF INTERSTATE RENTAL 
INC, P.O. Box 3488, Ontario, CA 91761. 
Representative: Frederick J. Coffman 
(same address as applicant). 
Transporting Staples, nails, pneumatic 
staple and nailing machines, parts and 
accessories, from Vasalia and El Cajon, 
CA, to Atlanta, CA. East Greenwich, 

CT. Indianapolis, IN, and Memphis. TN. 
(Hearing site: Los Angeles, CA.) 

MC 141804 (Sub-322F), filed December 

6.1979. Applicant: WESTERN EXPRESS. 
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DIVISION OF INTERSTATE RENTAL, 
INC. P.O. Box 3488, Ontario. CA 91781. 
Representative: Frederick J. Coffman 
(same address as applicant). 
Transporting Electronic equipment, 
parts and accessories used in the 
manufacture and operation thereof 
between Sunnyvale. CA. Wheeling. IL 
Edison. N}. and El Paso. TX, on the one 
hand, and on the other, points in the 
United States (except AK. and HI]. 
(Hearing site: Los Angeles. CA.) 

MC142114 (Sub-lOF). filed November 

30.1979. Applicant: RETAIL EXPRESS, 
INC., 9 Stuart Rd.. Chelmsford. MA 
01824. Representative: Frank M. 
Cushman. 36 South Main St.. Sharon, 

MA 02067. Contract carrier, transporting 
Petroleum and petroleum products 
(except in bulk), from points in PA. to 
points in NY. NJ. CT. ME. MA. NH. RI. 
and VT. under a continuing contract(s) 
with Pennzoil Company, of Oil City. PA. 
(Hearing site: Washington. DC.) 

MC 145064 (Sub-12F), filed December 

4.1979. Applicant* HUNTER 
TRUCKING. INC., 805 32nd Ave., 

Council Bluffs, LA 51501. Representative: 
Bradford E. Kistier. P.O. Box 82028, 
Lincoln. NE 68501. Contract carrier, 
lumber, from Valley City. ND, to 
Chester, NY, under a continuing 
contracts) with McGuffin Lumber, Inc,, 
of Evanston. IL Note: Dual operations 
may be involved CONDITION: The 
person or persons who appear to be 
engaged in common control of applicant 
and another regulated carrier must 
either file an application under f 49 
U.S.C. 11343(a). or submit an affidavit 
indicating why such approval is 
unnecessary. Affidavits are due 20 days 
from the date of publication. (Hearing 
site: Chicago, IL) 

MC 146154 (Sub-2F), filed December 6, 
1979. Applicant: LLOYD C. SEATON, 
d.b.a. S&S CARTAGE COMPANY. 723 
Park wood Ave., Rockford. IL 61107. 
Representative: Robert J. Gill. First 
Commercial Bank Bldg.. 410 Cortez Rd 
West, Suite 406, Bradenton, FL 33507. 
Transporting silica sand and fertilizer, 
in dump vehicles, between points in IL 
IA, IN. MI. MO. OH. and WL (Hearing 
site: Chicago, IL or Indianapolis, IN.) 

MC 148445 (Sub-2F). Wed December 4, 
1979. Applicant: WLD TRUCKING 
COMPANY, a Corporation. 4527 N. 16th 
St.. Phoenix. AZ 85064. Representative: 
Phil B. Hammon. 3003 N. Central Suite 
1705, Phoenix. AZ 85003. Contract 
carrier transporting (1) Materials, 
equipment and supplies used in the 
manufacture of wooden (lush doors, and 
wooden flush doors and component 
parts thereof, from points in the United 
States (except AK, and HI), to the 
facilities of Walled Lake Door Company, 


at Tupelo. MS. Cameron, TX, Mobile. 

AL and Gila Bend A Z, (2) between the 
facilities of Walled Lake Door Company, 
at Tupelo, MS. Cameron TX, Mobile, AL 
and Gila Bend AZ, and (3) Wooden 
flush doors and component parts 
thereof, from the facilities of Walled 
Lake Door Company, at Tupelo, MS, 
Cameron. TX, Mobile AL and Gila 
Bend. AZ, to points in the United States 
(except AK. and HI). (Hearing site: 
Phoenix, AZ.) 

Volume No. 50 

Decided Feb. 7,1080. 

By the Commission. Review Board Number 
X Members Parker. Fortier, and Hill 

MC 2934 (Sub-51 F). filed October 3. 
1979. Applicant: AERO MAYFLOWER 
TRANSIT CO.. INC., 9998 N. Michigan 
Rd. Carmel IN 46032. Representative: 
James L Beattey. 130 East Washington 
St.. Suite 1000, Indianapolis, IN 46204. 
Transporting new furniture, from Bronx. 
NY. to points In AL AR. IA, KS. KY. LA, 
Ml, MN. MO. OH, OK. TN. VA. and WL 
(Hearing site: Indianapolis, IN.) 

MC 31024 (Sub-39F), Filed September 
2d 1979. Applicant: NEPTUNE WORLD¬ 
WIDE MOVING. INC., 55 Weyman Ave., 
New Rochelle, NY 10650. 

Representative: S. S. EISEN, 370 
Lexington Ave-, New York. NY 10017. 
Transporting (1) commodities used in 
the manufacture of computers and 
computer equipment, (2) household 
goods, moving in mixed loads with the 
commodities in (1) above, between 
points in AL AR, CT. FL GA, LA. ME, 
MA. MS, NJ. NC, RI. SC. TN. TX, VT. 
and VA. (Hearing site: New York. NY.) 

MC 52704 (Sub-251F), filed October 4. 
1979. Applicant: GLENN McCLENDON 
TRUCKING COMPANY. INC. P.O. Box 
Drawer M H", LaFayette, AL 36862. 
Representative: Archie B. Culbreth, 

Suite 202, 2200 Century Parkway. 
Atlanta, GA 30345. Transporting (1) 
paper and paper products and woodpulp 
(except commodities in bulk), and (2) 
materials, equipment and supplies used 
in the manufacture or distribution of 
paper and paper products (except 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the United States in and east of MN. IA. 
MO. OK, and TX. restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at or 
destined to a Scott Paper Company 
facility. (Hearing site: Atlanta. GA.) 

MC 60014 (Sub-159F). filed October 4. 
1979. Applicant: AERO TRUCKING. 

INC, Box 308, Monroeville. PA 15146. 
Representative: A. Charles Tell, 100 East 
Broad St.. Columbus, OH 43215. 
Transporting building materials and 
components therefor, from the facilities 
of Moncrief-Lenoir Manufacturing 


Company, at Houston. TX, to points In 
the United States (except AK. and HI). 
(Hearing site: Washington, DC) 

MC 102764 (Sub-1 IF), filed October 2. 
1979. Applicant: A.B.C.. INC., 24 
Plymouth Rd. North Providence. RI 
02940. Representative: James M. Bums. 
1383 Main St, Suite 413, Springfield MA 
01103. Transporting passengers and 
their baggage, and express and 
newspapers, in the same vehicle with 
passengers, between Providence, RI 
and Boston. MA. serving all 
intermediate points. (1) from Providence, 
RI, over U.S. Hwy 1 to the RI-MA State 
line, then over U.S. Hwy 1 to Boston. 
MA, and return over the same route; (2) 
from Providence, RI over U.S. Hwy 1 to 
the Rl-MA State line, then over U.S. 
Hwy 1 to Attleboro, MA to the junction 
of U.S. Hwy IA, then over U.S, Hwy IA 
to Dedham. MA to the junction of U.S. 
Hwy IA and U.S. Hwy 1. then over U.S. 
Hwy 1 to Boston, MA and return over 
the same route, (3) from Providence. RI 
over U.S. Hwy 1 to the RI-MA State line, 
then over U.S. Hwy 1 to Dedham. MA to 
junction of Hwy 128, then over Hwy 128 
to junction of the Southeast Expressway 
to Boston. MA and return over the same 
route. (4) from Providence. RI over U.S. 
Hwy 1 to the Rl-MA State line, then 
over U.S. Hwy 1 to Attleboro, MA to the 
junction of the Southeast Expressway, 
then over the Southeast Expressway to 
Boston, MA and return over the same 
route. Applicant requests authority to 
interline at Providence, RI and Boston. 
MA. (Hearing site: Providence, RI. or 
Boston, MA.) 

MC 106074 (Sub-137F). filed October 5. 
1979. Applicant’ B AND P MOTOR 
LINES, INC, Shiloh Rd and U.S. Hwy 
221 South, Forest City. NC 28043. 
Representative: Clyde W. Carver, P.O. 
Box 720434. Atlanta. GA 30328. 
Transporting (1) foodstuffs, pet foods, 
and animal feeds, (2) such commodities 
that are used in the processing, milling, 
packaging, manufacturing or sale of 
foodstuffs, pet foods, and animal feeds 
(except commodities in bulk, in tank 
vehicles); between points in the United 
States in and east of ND. SD. NE. CO, 
OK. and TX. restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at or 
destined to the facilities of Carnation 
Company. (Hearing site: Los Angeles, 
CA, or Washington. DC.) 

MC 110325 (Sub-113F), filed October 2, 
1979. Applicant' TRANSCON LINES. 

P.O. Box 92220, Los Angeles. CA 90009. 
Representative: Wentworth E Griffin. 
Midland Bldg.. 1221 Baltimore Ave.. 
Kansas City, MO 64105. Transporting 
general commodities, (except Classes A 
and B explosives, those of unusual 
value, household goods as defined by 
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the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equipment), 
between the junction of Interstate Hwy 
40 and U.S. Hwy 77 and the junction of 
Interstate Hwys 70 and 25. from the 
junction of Interstate Hwy 40 and U.S. 
Hwy 77 over Interstate Hwy 40 to the 
junction of U.S. Hwy 270, then over U.S. 
Hwy 270 to the junction of OK Hwy 3, 
then over OK Hwy 3 to the junction of 
U.S. Hwy 83, then over U.S, Hwy 83 to 
the junction of Interstate Hwy 25, and 
return over the same route, as an 
alternate route, serving no intermediate 
points. (Hearing site: Los Angeles, CA.) 

MC110325 (Sub-118F), filed October 3. 
1979. Applicant: TRANSCON LINES, 

P.O. Box 92220. Los Angeles. CA 90009. 
Representative: Wentworth E. Griffin, 
Midland Building, 1221 Baltimore Ave„ 
Kansas City, MO 84105. Over regular 
routes, transporting genera/ 
commodities, (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
between the junction of Interstate Hwy 
20 and U.S. Hwy 81 and the junction of 
Interstate Hwys 25 and 70, serving no 
intermediate points, but serving the 
junction of Interstate Hwy 40 and U.S. 
Hwy 287 for purposes of joinder only, 
from the junction on Interstate Hwy 20 
and U.S. Hwy 81 over combined U.S. 
Hwys 81 and 287 to the junction of U.S. 

I Iwy 287. then over U.S. Hwy 287 to the 
junction of combined U.S. Hwys 287 and 
87, then over combined U.S. Hwys 287 
and 87 to the junction of U.S. Hwy 87, 
then over U.S. Hwy 87 to the junction of 
Interstate Hwy 25, then over U.S. Hwy 
25 to the junction of Interstate Hwy 70, 
and return over the same route, as an 
alternate route. (Hearing site: Los 
Angeles, CA.) 

MC 110525 (Sub-1315F), filed October 
5,1979. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
I.EAMAN TANK LINES, INC.. 520 East 
Lancaster Ave., Dowingtown. PA 19335. 
Representative: Thomas J. O’Brien 
fsame address as applicant). 
Transporting stone dust in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from the plantsite of GAF 
Corporation, at Gladhill, PA. to the 
facilities of GAF Corporation in 
Baltimore, MD. and Limekiln. MD. 

I Hearing site: Baltimore, MD.) 

MC 112304 (Sub-217F), filed 
September 28.1979. Applicant: ACE 
DORAN HAULING & RIGGING CO. 

1601 Blue Rock St.. Cincinnati, OH 
*•5223. Representative: John D. Herbert 
[same address as applicant). 

I ransporting iron and steel articles , 
from the facilities of All State Steel 
Corp. and Pioneer Steel Services, at or 
near Houston, TX. to points in AL AZ, 


AR. CO, LA. MS. NM, OK. and TN. 
(Hearing site: Houston, TX, or 
Washington. DC.) 

MC 112304 (Sub-218F). filed 
September 30,1979. Applicant: ACE 
DORAN HAULING & RIGGING CO.. 
1601 Blue Rock St„ Cincinnati OH 
45223. Representative: John D. Herbert 
(same address as applicant). 
Transporting cast iron valves and 
hydrants , and parts, from the facilities 
of American Darling Valve Co. or 
American Valve & Hydrant Mfg. Co., at 
or near Beaumont TX. to points in U.S. 
(except AK. and HI). (Hearing site: 

’ Houston, TX, or Washington, DC.) 

MC 112304 (Sub-219F). filed 
September 30.1979. Applicant: ACE 
DORAN HAULING & RIGGING CO. 
1601 Blue Rock St., Cincinnati, OH 
45223. Representative: John D. Herbert 
(same address as applicant). 
Transporting (1) storage or warehouse 
pallet racks, bins and shelving, between 
the facilities of Speedrack. Inc., at or 
near Quincy, IL on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in the United States 
(except AK. and HI), and. from the 
facilities of Joslyn Empire Galvanizing, 
at Franklin Park. IL, from the facilities of 
Reliable Galvanizing, at Chicago. IL. and 
from the facilities of J & E Fabricators, at 
Abingdon. IL, to points in the United 
States (except AK, and HI), and (2) 
equipment , materials and supplies 
(except in bulk), used in the 
manufacture of items in (1) above, from 
points in the United States (except AK 
and HI) to the facilities of Speedrack, 
Inc., at Quincy. IL (Hearing site: 
Chicago. IL or Washington. DC.) 

MC 116254 (Sub-296F). filed 
September 14,1979. Applicant: CHEM- 
HAULERS. INC., 118 East Mobile Plaza. 
Florence AL 35630. Representative: 
Walter Harwood, P.O. Box 15214, 
Nashville. TN 37215. Transporting clay 
and clay products (except commodities 
in bulk, in tank vehicles), from the 
facilities of International Minerals & 
Chemical Corporation: in Tippah 
County. MS, to points in the United 
States in and east of MN. LA. MO. AR, 
and LA. (Hearing site: Nashville, TN, or 
Washington, DC.) 

MC 116015 (Sub-104F), filed October 3, 
1979. Applicant: ECK MILLER 
TRANSPORTATION CORP., RL #1. Box 
248, Rockport, IN 47635. Representative: 
Fred F. Bradley. P.O. Box 773. Frankfort, 
KY 40602. Transporting aluminum and 
aluminum articles, between the 
facilities of Taber Metal, Inc., at or near 
Russellville. AR, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in U.S. (except AK. 
and HI). (Hearing site: Chicago. IL) 

MC 119654 (Sub-78F), filed October 3. 
1979. Applicant: HI-WAY DISPATCH. 


INC., 1401 W. 28th St., P.O. Box 509, 
Marion. IN 46052. Representative: 
Norman R. Gavin. 1301 Merchants Plaza, 
Indianapolis, IN 46204. Transporting 
glass containers . from Terre Haute, IN. 
to Milwaukee. Wl. (Hearing site: 
Indianapolis. IN, or Chicago. IL) 

MC 119654 (Sub-79F). filed October 3. 
1979. Applicant: Hl-WAY DISPATCH, 
INC., 1401 W. 28th St., P.O. Box 509, 
Marion. IN 46952. Representative: 
Norman R. Garvin, 1301 Merchants 
Plaza. Indianapolis, IN 46204. 
Transporting glass containers . from 
Lincoln. IL to points in ML and KY. 
(Hearing site: Indianapolis, IN, or 
Chicago. IL) 

MC 120784 (Sub-2F), filed February 15. 
1979. Applicant: GOPHER FREIGHT 
LINES, INC., 2888 East El Presidio. Long 
Beach, CA 90810. Representative: David 
P. Christianson, 707 Wilshire Blvd.. Suite 
1800, Los Angeles. CA 90017. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), between points in 
CA. (Hearing site: Los Angeles, CA.) 

MC 124154 (Sub-93F), filed October 3, 
1970. Applicant: WINGATE TRUCKLNG 
COMPANY. INC. P.O. Box 645, Albany. 
GA 31702. Representative: Thomas F. 
Panebianco. P.O. Box 1200, Tallahassee. 
FL 32302. Transporting agricultural 
chemicals , animal and poultry feed and 
feed supplements and materials, 
equipment and supplies used in the 
manufacture thereof, (except 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the United States (except AK and HI), 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at or destined to the facilities 
of American Cyanamid Company. 
(Hearing site: Atlanta. GA.) 

MC 124154 (Sub-94F). filed October 3, 
1979. Applicant: WINGATE TRUCKING 
COMPANY, INC. P.O. Box 645, Albany, 
GA 31702. Representative: Thomas F. 
Panebianco, P.O. Box 1200, Tallahassee, 
FL 32302. Transporting chemicals , 
(except in bulk), between points in LA, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the United States (except HI 
and AK). restricted to the transportation 
of traffic originating at or destined to the 
facilities of ATCO Chemical Co. 
(Hearing site: Atlanta. GA, or Albany, 
CA.) 

MC 124154 (Sub-95F). filed October 3. 
1979. Applicant: WINGATE TRUCKING 
COMPANY. INC. P.O. Box 645. Albany, 
GA 31702. Representative: Thomas F. 
Panebianco, P.O. Box 1200, Tallahassee. 
FL 32302. Transporting chemicals or 
chemical materials (except in bulk), 
between points in the United States 
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(except AK and HI), restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at or 
destined to the facilities of Thompson- 
Hayward Chemical Company. (Hearing 
site: Atlanta, GA.) 

MC 124154 (Sub-96F), filed October 3, 
1979. Applicant: WINGATE TRUCKING 
COMPANY. INC- P.O. Box 645, Albany. 
GA 31702. Representative: Thomas P. 
Pancbianco, P.O. Box 1200, Tallahassee, 
FL 32302. Transporting paper endpaper 
products and materials, equipment and 
supplies used in the manufacture of 
paper and paper products, (except 
commodities in bulk), between the 
facilities of International Paper 
Company, at or near Ticonderoga, NY, 
on the one hand. and. on the other, 
points in PA. N], MO. DE, DC VA. and 
WV. (Hearing site: Washington. DC) 

MC 127705 (Sub-1 OOF), Tiled October 4. 
1979. Applicant: KREVDA BROS. 
EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 68. Gas City. 

IN 46933. Representative: Donald W. 
Smith. P.O. Box 40248, Indianapolis, IN 
4624a Transporting general 
commodities . (except commodities in 
bulk, household goods, as defined by the 
Commission, and Classes A and B 
explosives), between points in the 
United States (except AK. and HI), 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at or destined to the facilities 
of Union Camp Corporation. (Hearing 
site: Washington. DC) 

MC 127834 (Sub-122F), filed October 4. 
1979. Applicant: CHEROKEE HAULING 
& RIGGING. INC- Highway 85-East. 
Modi son vi lie. KY 42431. Representative: 
Carl U. Hurst P.O. Drawer "L*\ 
Madisonville. KY 42431. Transporting 
parts, attachments and accessories used 
in connection with lift trucks, forklifts, 
and material handling equipment 
(except in bulk), from points in the 
United States (except AK. and HI) to 
Memphis, TN. (Hearing site: Memphis, 
TN. or Nashville. TN.) 

MC 128685 (Sub-32F), filed October 5, 
1970. Applicant: DIXON BROS.. INC- 
P.O. Drawer 8, Newcastle, WY 82701. 
Representative: (erome Anderson. 100 
Transwestem Bldg., Billings, MT 59101. 
Transporting iron and steel articles, 
from (1) Norfolk, NE, and points within 
10 miles thereof, to points in SD. WY 
and MT; (2) Sioux Falls, SD, to points in 
MT; and (3) Chicago. IL, to Newcastle. 
WY. Condition: The person or persons 
who appear to be engaged in common 
control of applicant and another 
regulated carrier roust either file an 
application under 49 U.S.C. 11343(a) or 
submit an affidavit indicating why such 
approval is unnecessary. Affidavits are 
due 20 days from the date of publication. 
(Hearing site: Rapid City, or Sioux Falls. 
SD.) 


MC 128885 (Sub-33F), filed October 5, 
1979. Applicant: DIXON BROS.. INC- 
P.O. Drawer 8, Newcastle, WY 82701. 
Representative: Jerome Anderson. 100 
Transwestem Bldg., Billings. MT 59101. 
Transporting cement, from Rapid City, 
SD. to points in CO, MT. NE. and ND. 
Condition: The person or persons who 
appear to be engaged in common control 
of applicant and another regulated 
carrier must either file an application 
under 49 U.S.C. 11343(a) or submit an 
affidavit indicating why such approval 
is unnecessary. Affidavits are due 20 
days from the date of publication. 
(Hearing site: Rapid City, or Sioux Falls. 
SD.) 

MC 133805 (Sub-34F). filed October 4. 
1979. Applicant: LONE STAR 
CARRIERS. INC- Rt. 1. Box 48, Tolar. 

TX 7647a Representative: Harry F. 
Horak. Suite 115, 5001 Brentwood Stair 
Rd- Fort Worth, TX 76112. Transporting 
(1) containers and container lids, from 
Oil City. PA, to the facilities utilized by 
Power Service Products. Inc., at or near 
Weatherford. TX. and (2) such 
merchandise as Is dealt in by 
automotive supply stores, (except 
commodities in bulk, in tank vehicles), 
from the facilities utilized by Power 
Service Products, inc- at or near 
Weatherford, TX. to points in the United 
States (except AK, and HI, and TX), 
restricted to shipments originating at 
said facility and destined to points in 
the destination States. (Hearing site: 
Dallas, or Fort Worth, TX.) 

MC 133965 (Sub-14F), filed September 
2a 1979. Applicant: CALZONA 
TRANSPORTATION. INC- P.O. Box 
6558, Phoenix, AZ 85005. Representative: 
William ). Lippman. Suite 330 Steele 
Park, 50 South Steele St. Denver, CO 
80209. Transporting tallow, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, (1) from Sen Angelo, TX, 
to Los Angeles, CA, (2) from Tucson. 

AZ. to points in CA (except Long Beach, 
Los Angeles, and San Diego) and points 
in NV, and (3) from Clovis. NM. to 
points in CA (except Los Angeles 
County). (Hearing site: Phoenix, AZ.) 

MC 134064 (Sub-31 F). filed October 3. 
1979 Applicant: INTERSTATE 
TRANSPORT. INC. 1600 Highway 129 
South, Gainesville. GA 30501. 
Representative: Charles M. Williams, 

350 Capitol Life Center. 1600 Sherman 
St.. Denver, CO 80203. Transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in by 
manufacturers and distributors of 
bakery products (except in bulk), from 
Jackson, MI, to points in LA. MS. AL, 

TN. GA, FL, NC and SC. Condition: The 
person or persons who appear to be 
engaged in common control of applicant 
and another regulated carrier must 
either file an application under 49 U.S.C 


S 11343(a), or submit an affidavit 
indicating why such approval is 
unnecessary. Affidavits are due 20 days 
from the date of publication. (Hearing 
site: Jackson. MI. or Atlanta. GA.) 

MC 134405 (Sub-89F). filed October 3. 
1979. Applicant: BACON TRANSPORT 
COMPANY, P.O. Box 1134, Ardmore, 

OK 73401. Representative: Wilburn L 
Williamson. Suite 615-East The Oil 
Center. 2001 Northwest Expressway, 
Oklahoma City. OK 73112. Transporting 
tallow, in bulk, from the facilities of 
Iowa Beef Processors. Inc., at or near 
Amarillo. TX. Dakota City and West 
Point, NE, Denison and Ft. Dodge, LA. 
Emporia, KS. and Luveme, MN. to points 
in AR, CO, IA. LA. MO. OK. TX, and 
WI, restricted to the transportation of 
traffic originating at the named origins 
and destined to the indicated 
destinations (except export traffic). 
(Hearing site: Omaha. NE. or Sioux City, 
IA.) 

MC 134755 (Sub-215F), filed November 

27.1979. Applicant: CHARTER 
EXPRESS. INC., P.O. Box 3772, 
Springfield. MO 65804. Representative: 
Raymond P. Keigher, 1400 Gerard St, 
Rockville. MD 2065a Transporting 
foodstuffs (except commodities in bulk], 
from Palestine. TX. to points in the 
United States (except AK, and HI). 
(Hearing site: Kansas City, MO.) 

MC 134775 (Sub-15F). filed September 

21.1979. Applicant: GUNTER 
BROTHERS, INC., 19060 Frager Rd.. 
Kent, WA 98031. Representative: Henry 
C. Winters, 525 Evergreen Building, 
Renton. WA 98055. Contract carrier, 
transporting building materials and 
supplies, from points in CA, to points in 
ID. OR. and WA, under continuing 
contract(s) with T4A Supply Company, 
of Seattle, WA. (Hearing site: Seattle. 
WA.) 

Note.—Dual operations may be Involved. 

MC 135524 (Sub-72F). filed October 5. 
1979. Applicant: G. F. TRUCKING CO- 
A Corporation. P.O. Box 229.1028 West 
Rayen Ave., Youngstown. OH 44501. 
Representative: George Fedorisin, 914 
Saits Springs Rd- Youngstown, OH 
44509. Transporting (1) iron and steel 
articles, and pipe from Conroe, TX. to 
points in the United States, (except AK. 
and HI), and (2) materials, equipment 
and supplies used in the manufacture 
and distribution of the commodities 
named in (1) above, in the reverse 
direction . (Hearing site: Columbus, OH, 
Or Fort Worth. TX.) 

MC 135524 (Sub-77F). filed October 4. 
1979. Applicant: G.F. TRUCKING CO- A 
Corporation, P.O. Box 229.1028 West 
Rayen Ave., Youngstown. OH 44501. 
Representative: George Fedorisin, 914 
Saits Springs Rd.. Youngstown, OH 
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44509. Transporting magnesium, from 
the facilities of American Magnesium 
Company at, or near Snyder, TX. to 
points in IL. IN. IA, KY. NE, NJ. OH. PA. 
and WV. (Hearing site: Columbus, OH. 
or Amarillo, TX.) 

MC 135524 (Sub-79F), filed October 4. 
1979. Applicant: G. F. TRUCKING CO., 

A Corporation. P.O. Box 229.1028 West 
Rayen Ave.. Youngstown, OH 44501. 
Representative: George Fedorisln. 914 
Salts Springs Rd., Youngstown. OH 
44509. Transporting lumber, and lumber 
products, from the facilities of Deltic 
Farms and Timber Company, Inc., at or 
near Ola and Waldo, AR. to points in 
the United States in and east of ND. SD. 
NE, CO. and NM. (Hearing site: 
Columbus. OH, or Little Rock. AR.) 

MC 135684 (Sub-97F), filed September 

28.1979. Applicant: BASS 
IRANSPORTATION CO.. INC., P.O. 

Box 391, Old Croton Rd., Flemington. NJ 
06822. Representative: Herbert Alan 
Dubin, 1320 Fenwick Lane. Silver Spring. 
MD 20910. Transporting chemicals, 
starch, and materials, equipment and 
supplies used in the manufacture , sale 
and distribution of chemicals and starch 
(except in bulk), between the facilities of 
National Starch & Chemical Corp., at or 
near (1) Meredosia, IL, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in CT, CO. DE, 
IL, IN. I A, KS, KY. ME, MD. MA. Ml. 

MN. MO. NE, NH, NJ. NY. OH. PA RL 
VA, and VT. (2) Indianapolis, IN. on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
CT, MA. ME, MD. N). NY. PA. RI. and 
VA. (Hearing site: Washington, DC. or 
Newark. NJ.) 

MC 135854 (Sub-2F), filed September 

28.1979. Applicant: G. P. DEFENT. INC. 
83 Catharine St., Ingersoll. Ontario, 
Canada N5C1L5. Representative: 

Jeremy Kahn, Suite 733. Investment 
Bldg., 1511 K Street N.W., Washington. 
DC 20005. Transporting passengers and 
their baggage, in the same vehicle with 
passengers, In round trip charter and 
special operations, beginning and ending 
at ports of entry on the international 
boundary line between the United 
States and Canada and extending to 
points in the United States, (including 
AK. but excluding HI), restricted to the 
transportation in foreign commerce. 
(Hearing site: Buffalo, NY.) 

MC 136605 (Sub-135F), filed October 4. 
1979. Applicant: DAVIS BROS. DIST„ 
INC. P.O. Box 0058, Missoula. MT 59807. 
Representative: Allen P. Felton. P.O. Box 
8058. Missoula. MT 59807. Transporting 
lumber, lumber products, wood and 
wood products, between points in WA 
OR, and ID. (Hearing site: Portland, OR.) 

MC 139254 (Sub-2lF), filed October 4. 
1979. Applicant: BROOKS 
TRANSPORTATION. INC. 3830 Kelley 


Ave., Cleveland. OH 44114. 
Representative: John P. McMahon, 100 
East Broad St.. Columbus, OH 43215. To 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting (1) commodities 
manufactured and distributed by 
manufacturers of rubber and plastic 
materials and products: (2) such 
commodities as are used in the 
manufacture and distribution of the 
commodities in (1) above: and (3) 
materials, equipment, and supplies used 
in the production and distribution of (1) 
and (2) above, restricted as to (1). (2) 
and (3) above against the transportation 
of commodities in bulk, between points 
in the United States (except AK, and 
HI), under continuing contract(s) with B. 
F. Goodrich Company, of Cleveland, 

OR (Hearing site: Columbus. OH.) 

MC 139284 (Sub-4F). filed October 5. 
1979. Applicant: TRUCKER’S, INC., 4316 
South Main Street, Stafford. TX 77477. 
Representative: Damon R. Capps. Suite 
1230, Capita! National Bank Bldg.. 1300 
Main Street, Houston, TX 77002. 
Transporting coal and lignite, in bulk, 

(1) between New Orleans, Lake Charles. 
Baton Rouge, and Morgan City, LA on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in TX, (2) between Houston, Port Arthur. 
Corpus Christi, Brownsville. Freeport, 
and Beaumont. TX. on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in TX. 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
having a prior or subsequent movement 
in interstate or foreign commerce. 
(Hearing site: Houston. TX.) 

MC 141205 (Sub-37F). filed October 5. 
1979. Applicant: HUSKY OIL 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 600 
South Cherry St., Denver, CO 80222. 
Representative: F. Robert Reeder. P.O. 
Box 11898, Salt Lake City. UT 84147. To 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting crude oil, scrubber oil and 
condensate, from points in Ness County, 
KS, to the Husky Oil Company pipeline 
injection station near Anton, CO. under 
continuing contract(s) with Husky Oil 
Company, of Denver, Co. (Hearing site: 
Denver. CO.) 

MC 141914 (Sub-63F). filed September 

9.1979. Applicant: FRANKS & SONS, 
INC., Route 1. Box 108-A, Big Cabin. OK 
74332. Representative: Kathrena J. 

Franks (same address as applicant). 
Transporting fruit juice concentrates 
and fruit juices, (except in bulk), in 
vehicles equipped with mechanical 
refrigeration, from Ontario. CA to 
points in OH. MN. 1A. MO, Ml, GA. AL. 
MA. MD, VA NC. LA and TX. (Hearing 
site: Los Angeles, CA.) 

MC 143775 (Sub-116F). filed October 4. 
1979. Applicant: PAUL YATES. INC, 


6601 West Orangewood. Glendale. AZ 
85301. Representative: Michael R. Burke, 
6601 West Orangewood. Glendale. AZ 
85301. Transporting (1) malt beverages, 
and (2) empty beverage containers, (1) 
from points in Jefferson County, CO. to 
points in AZ. and (2) from points in AZ 
to points in Jefferson County, CO. 
(Hearing site: Denver. CO, or 
Washington. DC.) 

Note.—Dual operations may be involved. 

MC 143775 (Sub-120F), filed October 4. 
1979. Applicant: PAUL YATES. INC., 
6601 West Orangewood, Glendale, AZ 
85301. Representative: Michael R. Burke. 
6601 West Orangewood. Glendale, AZ 
85301. Transporting (1) animal feed and 
(2) feed ingredients, additives, 
supplements, materials and supplies 
used in the manufacture and sale of 
animal feed, between points in the 
United States (except AK and HI), 
restricted to traffic originating at or 
destined to the facilities of or used by 
Kal Kan. Inc. (Hearing site: Los Angeles, 
CA. or San Francisco, CA.) 

Note.—Duel operations may be Involved. 

MC 143975 (Sub-2F), filed October 5. 
1979. Applicant: J & J BUS SERVICE, 
INC., 10 Regina Drive. Brandywine. MD 
20613. Representative: Lawrence E. 
Lindeman. 42513th Street, N.W.. Suite 
1032, Washington, DC 20004. To operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
in Interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting passengers 
and their baggage, in the same vehicle 
with passengers, between points in 
Anne Arundel and Baltimore Counties, 
points in Howard County east of U.S. 
Highway 29, and the city of Baltimore, 
MD. on the one hand. and. on the other, 
Washington. DC under continuing 
contract(s) with the Greater Baltimore 
Commuter Association, of Washington, 
DC. (Hearing site: Washington, DC.) 

MC 144524 (Sub-4F), filed October 5. 
1979. Applicant: CK TRUCKING CORP.. 
411 West Putnam Ave., Greenwich, CT 
06630. Representative: Morton E. Kiel 2 
World Trade Center, Suite 1832, New 
York, NY 10048. To operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in by a 
manufacturer of hose, flexible tubing 
and ductwork, and materials, supplies 
and equipment used in the conduct of 
such business (except in bulk), between 
the facilities of Automation Industries, 
Inc., Flexible Tubing Division at or near 
La Mirada. CA and Abbeville. SC on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in the United States (except AK and HI), 
under continuing contract(s) with 
Automation Industries, Inc. of Los 
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Angeles, CA. (Hearing site: New York, 
NY.) 

MC145125 (Sub-lOF), hied October 3, 
1979. Applicant: LAUREL MOUNTAIN 
OVERLAND EXPRESS. INC., 109 
Electric Ave„ Lewistown. PA 17044. 
Representative: Eugene M. Malkin. Suite 
1832, 2 World Trade Center. New York. 
NY 10048. Transporting brass, bronze, 
and copper, and brass, bronze, and 
copper products, from the facilities of 
Revere Copper & Brass. Inc^ at or near 
Rome. NY. to points in AZ, CA. CO. NV. 
OR. UT. and WA. (Hearing site: New 
York, NY.) 

MC 145175 (Sub~3F). filed October 3, 
1979. Applicant: FRED M. CHARLES. 
SR., Rural Route 2, Mitchell. NE 69357. 
Representative: Lavem R. Holdeman, 

521 South 14th St.. Suite 500, P.O. Box 
61849. Lincoln. NE 68501. Transporting 

(1) mobile homes and modular homes, 
and (2) sections for commodities named 
in (1) above, (1) from points in NE in and 
west of Cherry. Thomas. Logan. Lincoln, 
Frontier and Red Willow Counties, NE, 
to points in CO. SD. and WY: and (2) 
from points in CO. SD. and WY. to 
points in NE. restricted in parts (1) and 

(2) to movements originating in the 
named origin territory and destined to 
points in the named destination states. 
(Hearing site: Scottsbluff. NE, or 
Cheyenne. WY.) 

MC 145384 (Sub-43F), filed October 5. 
1979. Applicant: ROSE-WAY. INC.. 1914 
E. Euclid Ave., Des Moines, LA 50306. 
Representative: James M. Hodge. 1980 
Financial Center, Des Moines, LA 50309. 
Transporting construction forms and 
parts and accessories for construction 
forms, and materials, equipment and 
supplies used in the manufacture of 
construction forms, and parts for 
construction forms, (1) between the 
facilities of Economy Forms Corporation 
at Des Moines, 1A. on the one hand, and. 
on the other, points in the United States 
(except AK, CT. HI. 1A. IL IN. KS, MA, 
ME, ML MN. MO. NE. ND. NH. OK, RI. 
SD, VT. and Wl) (2) between the 
facilities of Economy Forms Corporation 
at Columbus. OH. Metuchen, NJ. 

Atlanta, GA, Dallas. TX, Fresno, CA, 
and Kent, WA, on the one hand, and on 
the other, points in the United States 
(except AK, and HI)- (Hearing site: Des 
Moines, LA, or Chicago, IL) 

MC 146964 (Sub-2F), filed September 
28,1979. Applicant: RELIABLE TRUCK 
LINES. INC, 1451 Spahn Ave., York, PA 
17403. Representative: Michael 
Valencik. 1451 Spahn Ave., York. PA 
17403. Transporting such merchandise 
as is dealt in by retail stores, from the 
facilities of McCrory Corp.. York. PA to 
points in FL restricted to the traffic 
originating at the above origin and 


destined to the above destination. 
(Hearing site: Washington, DC or 
Harrisburg. PA.) 

MC 147844 (Sub-2F). filed October 4. 
1979. Applicant: RALPH L BURRESS, 
P.O. Box 294. Dale. IN 47523. 
Representative: David V. Purcell, 111 
East Wisconsin Ave.. Milwaukee, WI 
53202. Transporting plumbing fixtures, 
and fittings, from the facilities of Kohler 
Co., in Sheboygan County. WI. to points 
in AL FL and GA. (Hearing site: 
Milwaukee. WL) 

MC 147954 (Sub-3F), filed October 5. 
1979. Applicant: CARRIERS CARTAGE 
COMPANY. INC, P.O. Box 1021, 

Sebring, FL 3387a Representative: Jacob 
P. Billing. 2033 K Street N.W., 
Washington, DC 20008. Transporting 
fruit, fruit juice, fruit juice concentrate, 
canned fruit, fruit product beverages, 
and beverage preparations, and fruit 
products, between points in Brevard. 
Broward, Dade, Duval Hardee, Hendry, 
Highlands, Hillsborough. Indian River, 
Lake, Manatee, Marion. Martin. 
Okeechobee, Orange. Osceola. Palm 
Beach, Pasco. Polk. St Lucie and 
Seminole Counties, FL (Hearing site: 
Orlando, FL) 

MC 147984 (Sub-2F), filed October 4. 
1979. Applicant: SUTCLIFFE TRANSFER 
CO.. INC., 301 Ward. Raymore. MO 
64083. Representative: Clyde N. 

Christey. KS Credit Union Bldg.. 1010 
Tyler, Suite 110L Topeka, KS 66612. To 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting air entraining agents, steel 
reinforcing bars, concrete curing 
compound joint sealing compound, 
epoxy compound, aluminum forms and 
accessories, steel and wooden guard 
rails and materials and supplies 
necessary for their installation, iron and 
steel articles, asphalt expansion joints, 
packaged petroleum products, 
sonotubes, steel rebar and wire mesh. 

(1) between Kansas City, MO. and 
points in KS, under continuing 
controct(s) with the Carter-Waters Corp. 
of Kansas City. MO. (Hearing site: 
Kansas City. MO.) 

MC 148304 (Sub-2F], filed October 5. 
1979. Applicant: LUDWIG TRUCK LINE. 
Route 1, Florence KS 66851. 
Representative: Eugene W. Hiatt, 207 
Casson Bldg., 603 Topeka Blvd., Topeka, 
KS 66603. To operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting meats, meat 
products, meat by-products and articles 
distributed by meat packing houses as 
described in Sections A and C of 
Appendix I. to the report in Descriptions 
in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 
209 and 766. moving in vehicles with 
mechanical refrigeration equipment 


(except commodities in bulk, hides, 
animal feed and animal feed 
ingredients), between points in KS. NE, 
OK. and LA. under continuing contract(s) 
with Val’s Distributing Company, of 
Tulsa, OK. (Hearing site: Tulsa. OK. or 
Wichita, KS.) 

MC 148365 (Sub-lF). filed October 2, 
1979. Applicant: STARUTE BUS 
SERVICE. INC., 806 Kippley. Memphis. 
TN 36111. Representative: John Paul 
(ones. P.O. Box 3140, Front Street 
Station. 189 Jefferson Ave„ Memphis. 

TN 38103. Transporting passengers, and 
their baggage in the same vehicle with 
passengers, in round trip charter service, 
beginning and ending at Memphis, TN. 
and extending to points in AL AR. DC. 
FL GA. IL IA.KY, LA. MS. MO, NY. 

NC, OH, OK. SC TN. TX. and WV. 
(Hearing site: Memphis. TN.) 

The following three (3) applications 
are supported solely by North Star Steel 
Company. 

MC 18459 (Sub-12F). filed August 17. 
1979. Applicant: BRITTON MOTOR 
SERVICE, INC., 740 Westminster St, St. 
Paul MN 55101. Representative: Edward 
G. Bazelon, 39 South LaSalle SL, 
Chicago, IL 60603. Transporting (1) iron 
and steel articles, from the facilities of 
North Star Steel Company, at or near 
Monroe, Ml to points in the United 
States (except AK. and Hi), and (2) 
materials, equipment and supplies used 
in the manufacture and distribution of 
the commodities named in (1) above, in 
the reverse direction. (Hearing site: 
Minneapolis, MN.) 

MC 141108 (Sub-7F), filed July 23, 

1979. Applicant: D & C EXPRESS, INC., 
P.O. Box 746. Wilton, 1A 52778. 
Representative: Kenneth F. Dudley, 1501 
East Main. P.O. Box 279, Ottumwa. LA 
52501. Transporting (1) iron and steel 
articles, from the facilities of North Star 
Steel at or near Monroe, Ml. to points in 
IL IA. IN. NE. CO, WY, KS. MO. OK. 

PA, and OH; and (2) materials, 
equipment and supplies used in the 
manufacture and distribution of the 
commodities named in (1) above, in the 
reverse direction. (Hearing site: Chicago, 
IL or Kansas City. MO.) 

MC 142059 (Sub-69F). filed July 22, 
1979. Applicant: CARDINAL 
TRANSPORT. INC., 1830 Mound Rd.. 
Joliet. IL 60430. Representative: Jack 
Riley (same address as applicant). 
Transporting (1) iron and steel articles, 
from the facilities of North Star Steel 
Company, at or near Monroe. ML to 
points in the United States (except AK. 
and HI); and (2) materials, equipment 
and supplies used in the manufacture 
and distribution of iron and steel 
articles (except commodities In bulk, in 
tank vehicles), in the reverse direction. 
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restricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at or destined to the named 
facilities. (Hearing site: St. Paul, MN, or 
Chicago, IL-) 

Volume No. 59 

Derided: Feb. 7.1900. 

By the Commission. Review Board Number 
1. Members Carteton. Joyce and Jones. 

MC 78 (Sub-2lF). tiled October 1.1979. 
Applicant: MAWSON h MAWSON. 

INC., P.O. Box 248, Langhome, PA 19047. 
Representative: Paul F. Sullivan, 711 
Washington Bldg., Washington, DC 
20005. Transporting (l)(a) automotive 
and truck frames, (b) railway carports, 
and (c) iron and steel articles, from the 
facilities of The Budd Company, at 
Philadelphia. PA. to points in OH. WV, 
IL, IN. and those in MI in and south of 
Oceana. Newaygo. Mecosta. Isabella. 
Midland, and Bay Counties: and (2) 
equipment materials, and supplies used 
in the manufacture and distribution of 
the commodities in (1) above, (except 
commodities in bulk), in the reverse 
direction. [Hearing site: Philadelphia, 
PA.) 

MC 37806 (Sub-34F). filed October 1. 
1979. Applicant: YOUNGBLOOD 
TRUCK LINES, INC. P.O. Box 1048, 
Fletcher. NC 28732. Representative: 
Charles Ephraim. Suite 600.1250 
Connecticut Ave.. N.W.. Washington, 

DC 20038. Transporting (1) cans and can 
ends, and (2) materials and supplies 
used in the manufacture and distribution 
of the commodities in (1) above, 
between Arden and Fletcher, NC on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
NY, PA, VA. WV. SC, GA. AL MS. LA. 
and Ml. restricted to the transportation 
of traffic originating at or destined to the 
facilities of Gerber Containers, Division 
of Gerber Products Company. (Hearing 
site: Washington. DC or Asheville, NC) 

Not*.—Dual operations may be involved 

MC 41406 (Sub-127F). filed March la 
1979, and previously noticed in the FR 
issue of July 27.1979. Applicant: ARTIM 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM. INC., 

7105 Kennedy Ave., Hammond. IN 
46323. Representive: Wade H. Bourdon 
(same address as applicant). 
Transporting aluminum and aluminum 
ingots, and zinc alloy ingots, from Maple 
Heights. OH, to points in AL. CT. GA, IL 
IN. IA. KY. MI, MN. MO. NC. NJ. NY. 

PA, SC, TN. and Wl, (Hearing site: 
Cleveland, OH. or Chicago, IL) 

Not*.—This republication Is to correctly 
reflect the commodity description. 

MC 41406 (Sub-147F), filed June 8. 

1979, and previously noticed in the FR 
issue of January 10,1980. Applicant: 
ARTLM TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM. 


INC.. 8400 Westlake Drive. Merrillville, 
IN 46410. Representative: Wade H 
Bourdon (same address as applicant). 
Transporting iron and steel artcles , from 
Beaumont, TX. to points In IL OH. IN. 
KY, MI. MO. TN and WI. (Hearing site: 
Houston, TX. or Chicago. IL) 

Note.—This republication is to include OH 
in the destination territory. 

MC 67646 (Sub-89F), filed October 4, 
1979. Applicant: HALL’S MOTOR 
TRANSIT COMPANY (a Corporation). 
6060 Carlisle Pike, Mechanicsburg, PA 
17055. Representative: John E. Fullerton, 
407 N. Front SL Harrisburg. PA 17101. 
Transporting paper and paper products 
(except commodities in bulk), from 
Dover. DE. to points in IL IN. MD. MI, 

MN. NY. OH. PA. VA. WV. and WL 
(Hearing site: Harrisburg, PA, or 
Washington, DC.) 

MC 69116 (Sub-252F), filed October 1, 
1979. Applicant: SPECTOR 
INDUSTRIES, INC. d-b.a. SPECTOR 
FREIGHT SYSTEM, 1050 Kingery 
Highway. Bensenville. IL 60126. 
Representative: Edward C. Bazclon, 39 
South LaSalle Street. Chicago, IL 60603. 
Transporting general commodities 
except those of unusual value, classes A 
and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Hiram Walker & Sons, Inc., at or near 
Cox's Creek, Clermont, and Bardstown, 
KY, as off-route points in connection 
with carrier's otherwise authorized 
regular-route operations. (Hearing site: 
Chicago, IL) 

Note.—Applicant proposes to tack the 
requested authority with its existing 
authority. 

MC 91306 (Sub-21 F), filed October 4. 
1979. Applicant: JOHNSON BROTHERS 
TRUCKERS, INC. 1858 9th Ave. N.E., 
Hickory. NC 28601. Representative: Eric 
Meierhoefer, Suite 423,1511 K Street, 
N.W., Washington, DC 20005. 
Transporting: metal cans, from Fairport. 
NY to Winston-Salem, NC. (Hearing site: 
Washington. DC.) 

MC 105007 (Sub-63F). filed October 1, 
1979. Applicant: MATSON TRUCK 
LINES, INC, 1407 SL John Ave., Albert 
Lea. MN 56007. Representative: Robert 
S. Lee. 1000 First National Bank Bldg., 
Minneapolis. MN 55402. Transporting 
frozen foods, from Plover. WI. to points 
in AZ. AR, CO. CT. DE. ID. IL IN. IA, 

KS, KY. LA. ME, MD. MA, MI. MN. MS, 

MO. MT. NE. NR NJ. NM, NY. ND. OH 
OK. PA. RL SD. TN. TX. UT. VT. VA, 
WV. WY. and DC. (Hearing site: 
Minneapolis, MN.) 

MC 106707 (Sub-21 F). filed March 14. 
1979. Applicant: ADAMS TRUCKING, 


INC. 1711 West Second St.. Webster 
City. IA 50595. Representative: Ronald 
D. Adams (same address as applicant). 
Transporting such commodities as are 
dealt in agricultural equipment 
industrial equipment and lawn and 
leisure products manufacturers and 
dealers (except commodities in bulk), 
between the facilities of International 
Harvester Company, at Canton. East 
Moline. Moline, and Rock Island. IL on 
the one hand. and. on the other, points 
in MN. ND, OH SD and WI. (Hearing 
site: Chicago. IL or Washington. DC.) 

MC 107496 (Sub-1247F). filed October 

4.1979. Applicant: RUAN TRANSPORT 
CORPORATION. 666 Grand Ave., Des 
Moines. LA 50309. Representative: E. 
Check. P.O. Box 855, Des Moines. LA 
50304. Transporting chemicals, in bulk, 
from Blackwell OK. Memphis, TN. 
Sparta. NJ. and Joliet and Chicago. IL to 
points in CT. GA. IL IN. IA, KS, KY. 

MD, MA. MI. MN. MO. NY. OH PA, RI, 
TN. VA. and WI. (Hearing site: Des 
Moines. LA. or Chicago. IL) 

MC 107496 (Sub-1248F). filed October 

4.1979. Applicant: RUAN TRANSPORT 
CORPORATION. 666 Grand Ave., Des 
Moines. IA 50300. Representative: E. 
Check. P.O. Box 855, Des Moines, IA 
503C4. Transporting liquid core 
compounds, and chemicals, in bulk, 
from Milwaukee. WI. to points in IL IN. 
IA, MI. MN. MO. NY. OH PA. and WV. 
(Hearing site: Des Moines, IA, or 
Chicago. IL) 

MC 108207 (Sub-533F), filed October 4. 
1979. Applicant: FROZEN FOOD 
EXPRESS, INC.. P.O. Box 225888. Dallas. 
TX 75285. Representative: M. W. Smith 
(same address as applicant). 
Transporting foodstuffs (except in bulk), 
in vehicles equipped with mechanical 
refrigeration, from points in WI. IL IN, 
ML and SL Louis. MO. to points in NV 
and UT. (Hearing site: Chicago. IL or 
Dallas, TX.) 

MC 113106 (Sub-82F). filed October 5. 
1979. Applicant THE BLUE DIAMOND 
COMPANY, a corporation, 4401 East 
Fairmount Ave., Baltimore. MD 21224. 
Representative: Chester A. ZybluL 366 
Executive Bldg., 1030 Fifteenth SL NW.. 
Washington. DC 20005. Transporting (1) 
containers and container closures, (2) 
such commodities as are dealt in or 
used by manufacturers and distributors 
of containers when moving in mixed 
loads with containers, and (3) materials, 
equipment, and supplies (except 
commodities in bulk), used in the 
manufacture and distribution of the 
commodities in (1) above, between those 
points in the United States in and east of 
MN. IA, MO. AR, and LA, restricted to 
the transportation of traffic originating 
at and destined to the facilities of 
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Midland Glass Company. (Hearing site: 
Washington, DC.) 

MC 113608 (Sub-176F), filed June 7. 
1979. Applicant: FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT. INC., 1200 Butler Rd.. 
Freeport, PA 16229. Representative: R, 
Scott Mahood (same address). 
Transporting prefabricated buildings. 
and (2) materials, equipment, supplies 
used in the manufacture, distribution, 
and installation of the commodities in 
(1) above, from Brewer, ME, Bolton and 
Leverett, MA. to points in PA on and 
west of U.S. Hwy 15. (Hearing site: 
Pittsburgh, PA or Washington, DC) 

MC 114457 (Sub-550F), filed October 3. 
1979. Applicant: DART TRANSIT 
COMPANY, a corporation. 2102 
University Ave., St. Paul, MN 55114. 
Representative: James H. Wills (same 
address as applicant). Transporting 
sugar (except in bulk), from St. Paul, MN 
to Royce. NJ. (Hearing site: Chicago. IL 
or St. Paul. MN.) 

MC 119777 (Sub-398F). filed August 6, 
1979. Applicant: LIGON SPECIALIZED 
HAULER, INC., Hwy 85 East, 
Madisonville. KY 42431. Representative: 
Carl U. Hurst, P.O. Drawer * V\ 
Madisonville, KY 42431. Transporting 
forms (except paper), from 
Leavenworth. KS. to points in the United 
States (except AK and HI). (Hearing 
site: Kansas City, MO.) 

MC 123407 (Sub-604F). filed August 13. 
1979. Applicant: SAWYER 
TRANSPORT, LNC., Sawyer Center, 
Route 1, Chesterton. IN 46304. 
Representative: H. E. Miller, Jr. (same 
address as applicant). Transporting iron 
and steel articles, from the facilities of 
National Wire Products Corporation, at 
(a) Atlanta. GA, to points in AL MS, LA. 
and KY, (b) Savannah, GA, to points in 
NC, SC, GA. and AL, (c) Baltimore. MD, 
to points in WV, PA, NY, CT, and MA. 
and (d) Toledo. OH, to points in MI, WI, 
and IN. (Hearing site: Washington. DC.) 

MC 123407 (Sub-017F), filed November 

15.1979. Applicant: SAWYER 
TRANSPORT, INC., Sawyer Center. RL 
1. Chesterton. IN 46304. Representative: 
H. E. Miller. Jr. (same address as 
applicant). Transporting glass, between 
the facilities of Guardian Industries 
Corp., at or near Corsicana, TX. on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
the United States (except AK and HI). 
(Hearing site: Chicago, IL) 

MC 123407 (Sub-618F), filed November 

5.1979. Applicant: SAWYER 
TRANSPORT. LNC.. Sawyer Center, 
Route 1. Chesterton. IN 46304. 
Representative: H. E. Miller, Jr. (same 
address as applicant). Transporting 
composition board, from Adrian and 
Constantine, MI, to points in the United 


States (except AK and HI). (Hearing 
site: Chicago. IL) 

MC 128276 (Sub-209F). filed November 

8.1979. Applicant: FAST MOTOR 
SERVICE, INC. 9100 Plainfield Rd. 
Brookfield, IL 60513. Representative: 
James C. Hardman. 33 N. LaSalle St, 
Chicago. IL 60602. To operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in by 
manufacturers of paper and plastic 
articles (except commodities in bulk, 
and those which because of size or 
weight require the use of special 
equipment), from Chicago. IL to those 
points in the United States in and east of 
ND. SD, NE, KS. OK. and TX, under 
continuing contract(s) with the 
Bondware Division of Continental 
Plastic Industries of the Continental 
Group. Inc., of Palatine, IL (Hearing site: 
Chicago, IL) 

MC 129026 (Sub-lOF). filed October 1. 
1979. Applicant: J.C.D. 
TRANSPORTATION CORP., P.O. Box 
487, 5950 Fisher Rd., East Syracuse, NY 
13057. Representative: Martin Werner, 
888 7th Ave., New York. NY 10019. To 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (1) such commodities as are 
dealt in or used by grocery, food, drug, 
and liquor business houses, and 
department stores, and (2) materials, 
equipment, and supplies used in the 
manufacture and distribution of the 
commodities in (1) above, (except 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the United States (except AK and HI), 
under continuing contract(s) in (1) and 
(2) above with (a) The Great Atlantic h 
Pacific Tea Company, Inc., (b) Compass 
Foods. Inc., (c) Super Market Service 
Corp., and (d) Plus Discount Foods, Inc., 
all of Montvale, NJ. (Hearing site: New 
York, NY.) 

MC 135846 (Sub-5F), filed October 1, 
1979. Applicant: M. S. MOUTOR, d.b.a. 
MOUTOR TRUCKING, Box 252, 

Boulder, MT 59632. Representative: John 

R. Davidson. 805 Miland Bank Bldg., 
Billings, MT 59101. Transporting malt 
beverages, in containers, from Portland, 
OR to points in MT. (Hearing site: 

Billings or Helena, MT.) 

MC 138157 (Sub-197F), filed November 

6.1979. Applicant: SOUTHWEST 
EQUIPMENT RENTAL INC., d.b.a. 
SOUTHWEST MOTOR FREIGHT. 2931 

S. Market St.. Chattanooga. TN 37410. 
Representative: Patrick E Quinn, P.O. 
Box 9596, Chattanooga. TN 37412. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 


defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), from the facilities of 
USC Shippers Association, at or near 
Los Angeles, CA, to points in WA. OR. 
ID, NV. UT. and AZ, restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at 
the named origin and destined to the 
indicated destinations. (Hearing site: 

Los Angeles. CA.) 

Note.—Duel operations may be involved. 

MC 138627 (Sub-82F), filed October 4. 
1979. Applicant: SMITHWAY MOTOR 
XPRESS. INC., P.O. Box 404, Fort Dodge, 
LA 50501. Representative: Arlyn L 
Westergren, Suite 106, 7101 Mercy Rd., 
Omaha, NE 68106. Transporting (1) (a) 
gypsum and gypsum products, and (b) 
building materials (except those in (a) 
above) and (2) materials, equipment and 
supplies used in the manufacture, 
distribution, and installation of the 
commodities in (1) above, between 
points in the United States (except AK 
and HI), restricted to the transportation 
of traffic originating at or destined to the 
facilities of Georgia-Pacific Corporation. 
(Hearing site: Chicago, IL or Omaha. 
NE.) 

MC 138627 (Sub-84F), filed November 
7.197a Applicant: SMITHWAY 
MOTOR XPRESS. INC., P.O. Box 40L 
Fort Dodge, IA 50501. Representative: 
Arlyn L WesterRren, Suite 106,7101 
Mercy Rd., Omaha, NE 68106. 
Transporting wood shavings, from 
Lincoln. NE to Fort Dodge, LA. (Hearing 
site: Omaha. NE. or Des Moines, IA.) 

MC 139906 (Sub-72F). filed October 1. 
1979, Applicant: INTERSTATE 
CONTRACT CARRIER 
CORPORATION. 2156 West 2200 South. 
P.O. Box 30303, Salt Lake City. UT 
84125. Representative: Richard A. 
Peterson. 521 South 14th St.. P.O. Box 
81849, Lincoln, NE 68501. Transporting 
bakery products, (1) from the facilities of 
Nabisco. Inc., at or near Buena Park. 

CA, to Chicago. IL and Columbus. OR 
and (2) from the facilities of Nabisco. 
Inc., at or near Portland. OR, to Chicago, 
IL Philadelphia, PA, Minneapolis. MN. 
and Colorado Springs and Denver, CO, 
restricted in (1) and (2) above to the 
transportation of traffic originating at 
the named origins and destined to the 
indicated destinations. (Hearing site: 

Salt Lake City, UT, or Lincoln, NE.) 

Not*.— Dual operations may be involved. 

MC 139906 (Sub -73F) . filed October 1, 
1979. Applicant: INTERSTATE 
CONTRACT CARRIER 
CORPORATION, 2156 West 2200 South. 
P.O. Box 30303, Salt Lake City, UT 
84125. Representative: Richard A. 
Peterson. 521 South 14th SL. P.O. Box 
81849, Lincoln. NE 68501. Transporting 
such commodities as are dealt in or 
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used by manufacturers of chemicals, 
pharmaceuticals, plastic materials and 
articles, agricultural insecticides and 
herbicides, dye stuffs, activated carbon, 
petroleum products and chlorinated 
products, from the facilities of IC1 
Americas. Inc-, at (a) Bayonne. Linden. 
Edison, and West Deptfort, NJ. (b) Atlas 
Point and Neward. DE, (c) Bermuda 
Hundred, VA (dj Marshall and Bayport. 
TX. (e) Memphis. TN. (f) Pasadena. 
Commerce. Vernon and Signal Hill CA 
(g) Baton Rouge. LA. (h) Chicago and 
Rockford, IU (i) W. Helena. AR. (J) 
Charlotte. NC, (k) West Chester. PA 
and (I) Dighton, MA to points in the 
United States (except AK and HI). 
(Hearing site: Lincoln, NE, or Salt Lake 
City. UT.) 

Note.—Dual operations may be involved. 

MC 140168 (Sub-llF). |une 8.1979. 
Applicant JOHN B. McNABB. db.a. 
McNABB FARMS. P.O. Box 4388 (Hwy 
30 W.). Pocatello, tt) 83201. 
Representative: Mark K. Boyle. 10 W. 
Broadway. #400. Salt Lake City. UT 
64101. Transporting lumber and lumber 
products, from points in CA OR. WA 
ID, MT. NV. and WY. to points In UT. 

ID, WY. CO. NV. IA MO. KS, ND, SD. 
TX. MN, OK. Wl. IL MT. CA, NE, OR. 
AZ. and WA (Hearing site: Salt Lake 
City, UT. or Portland. OR.) 

MC 143818 (Sub-18F)t filed November 
2,1979. Applicant: MAS TRANSPORT 
LINKS. INC. P.O. Box 417. Sultana, CA 
93608. Representative: Dwight L 
Koerber, Jr.. 805 McLachlen Bank Bldg., 
668 Eleventh St. NW.. Washington. DC 
20001. To operate as a contract carrier. 
by motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting such commodities as are 
dealt in by retail department stores, 
from the facilities of Lear Sicglcr, Inc., at 
Seymour, IN, to points in NV. WA. OR. 
CA, AZ. ID, UT, and CO, under 
continuing contract(s) with the Lear 
Siegler. Inc, of Seymour, IN. (Hearing 
site: Washington. DC.) 

Note.—Dual operations may be involved. 

MC 145056 (Sub-3F). Hied July 5,1979. 
Applicant: TRANSMEDIC CARRIERS, 
INC. 1340 Indian Rocks Rd.. Be lie air. FL 
3351B. Representative: Paul Meilleur 
(same address as applicant). 
Transporting (1) blood derivatives of 
blood, and plasma. (2) medical and 
dental products, and (3) materials, 
equipment and supplies used in the 
manufacture and distribution of the 
commodities in (1) and (2) above, 
between points in the United States 
(except AK and HI), restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at or 
destined to the facilities of Cutter 
Laboratories. Armour Pharmaceutical 


Co., and Alpha Therapeutic (Hearing 
site: Atlanta. GA or Washington. DC.) 

MC 146167 (Sub-2F), filed August 3. 
1979. Applicant: ALL FREIGHT 
EXXPRESS. INC.. 7200 S. Ferdinand 
Ave„ Bridgeview, IL 60455. 
Representative: Eugene L Cohn, One 
North La Salle St.. Chicago. IL 00602. To 
operate as a contract carrier, , by motor 
vehicle, In interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting molten aluminum, from 
Chicago. IL. to points in Allen. 

Blackford, Benton, Boone, Cass, Clinton. 
DeKalb. Elkhart Fountain, Fulton. 

Crant Hamilton. Hendricks. Howard. 
Huntington. Jasper, Kosciusko. 

Lagrange. Lake, La Porte. Madison. 
Marion, Marshall, Miami. Montgomery. 
Newton, Noble, Parke, Porter, Pulaski. 
Putnam. Starke, St Joseph. Steuben, 
Tippecanoe. Tipton. Vigo. Wabash, 
Warren, Wells. White, and Whiteley 
Counties, IN, and Calumet Columbia. 
Dane, Dodge, Fon du Lac Green, Green 
Lake, Iowa. Jefferson. Kenosha, 
Lafayette, Manitowoc Marquette. 
Milwaukee, Ozaukee. Racine. Rock, 
Sauk. Sheboygan. Walworth, 
Washington. Waukesha, and 
Winnebago Counties. WL under 
continuing contracts) with R. Levin & 
Sons, of Chicago, IL. (Hearing site: 
Chicago. IL) 

MC 148648 (Sub-33F). filed October 1. 
1979. Applicant: BRISTOW TRUCKING 
CO., a corporation. P.O. Box 6355A 
Birmingham. AL 35217. Representative: 
Henry Bristow. Jr. (same address as 
applicant). Transporting construction 
materials (except in bulk), from the 
facilities of the Celotex Corporation, at 
Perth Amboy. NJ, to points in NC, SC, 
GA. FL AL MS. TN. KY. IL IN. OK ML 
and WV. (Hearing site: Tampa. FL or 
Birminghan. AL) 

Note.—The person or persons who appear 
to be engaged in common control between 
applicant and another regular carrier must 
either file an application under 49 U.S.G 
11343(A) of the Interstate Commerce Act or 
submit an affidavit indicating why such 
approval is unnecessary. 

MC 146646 (Sub-34F), filed October 1. 
1979. Applicant: BRISTOW TRUCKING 
CO., a corporation. P.O. Box 6355A 
Birmingham. AL 35217. Representative: 
Henry Bristow, Jr. (same address as 
applicant). Transporting construction 
materials (except In bulk), from the 
facilities of the Celotex Corporation, at 
Lockland, OH. to those points in the 
United States in and east of MT, WY. 
CO. and NM. (Hearing site: Tampa. FL 
or Birmingham. AL) 

Note.—The person or persons who appear 
to be engaged in common control between 
applicant and another regular carrier must 
either file an application under 49 U.S.G 


11343(A) of the Interstate Commerce Act or 
submit an affidavit indicating why such 
approval is unnecessary. 

MC 146646 (Sub-42F). filed October 1. 
1979. Applicant: BRISTOW TRUCKING 
CO. a corporation. P.O. Box 8355A. 
Birmingham, AL 35217. Representative: 
Henry Bristow, Jr. (same address as 
applicant). Transporting construction 
materials (except in bulk), from the 
facilities of the Celotex Corporation, at 
Dubuque. LA to points in IL IN. ML KY. 
OH. and MO. (Hearing site: Tampa. FL 
or Birmingham. AL) 

Note.—The person or persons who appear 
to be engaged in common control between 
applicant and another regular carrier must 
either file an application under 49 U.S.G 
11343(A) ol the Interstate Commerce Act or 
submit an affidavit indicating why such 
approval is unnecessary. 

MC 146648 (Sub-43Fk filed October 1. 
1979. Applicant: BRISTOW TRUCKING 
CO., a corporation. P.O. Box 6355A 
Birmingham. AL 35217. Representative: 
Henry Bristow. Jr. (same address as 
applicant). Transporting construction 
materials (except in bulk), from the 
facilities of the Cetotex Corporation, at 
Sunbury. PA to points In OH. WV, IN. 

IL ML KY. TN. V A NG SG G A FL AL 
and MS. (Hearing site: Tampa. FL or 
Birmingham. AL) 

Note.—The person or persons who appear 
to be engaged in common control between 
applicant and another regular carrier must 
either file an application under 49 U.&G 
11343(A) of the Interstate Commerce Act or 
submit an affidavit indicating why such 
approval is unnecessary. 

MC 146648 (Sub-44F), filed October 1, 
1979. Applicant: BRISTOW TRUCKING 
CO., a corporation. P.O. Box 6355A 
Birmingham. AL 35217. Representative: 
Henry Bristow, Jr. (same address as 
applicant). Transporting roofing and 
roofing materials, from the facilities of 
the Celotex Corporation, at Houston and 
San Antonio, TX. to points in CA. OR, 
WA NV, UT. and ID. (Hearing site: 
Tampa. FL or Birmingham, AL) 

Not a.—The person or persons who appears 
to be engaged in common control between 
applicant and another regular carrier must 
either file an application under 49 U.S.G 
11343(A) of the Interstate Commerce Act, or 
submit an affidavit indicating why such 
approval is unnecessary. 

MC 147137 (Sub-1 F) » Bled November 8, 
1979. Applicant: BARNETS MILL 
ELEVATOR. INC, 1619 Bamets Mill Rd.. 
Camden. OH 45311. Representative: 
Stephen J. Habash. 100 East Broad St., 
Columbus. OH 43215. Transporting 
fertilizer (except in bulk in tank 
vehicles), from the facilities of W. R. 
Grace Company. (1) at or near Findlay. 
Greenville, Columbus, and Alliance, OH, 
to points In IN and MI, (2) at or near 
Lansing. Ml. to points in OH and IN. and 
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(c) at or near New Alany and 
Remington. IN, to points in OH and ML 
(Hearing site: Columbus, OH, or 
Washington, DC) 

MC147536 (Sub-14F), filed October 3. 
1979. Applicant: D. L SITTON MOTOR 
LINES, INC.. P.O. Box 1567. Joplin. MO 
64601. Representative: David L Sitton 
(same address as applicant). 
Transporting (1) furniture and furniture 
parts, (2) aluminum products, (3) iron 
and steel articles, and (4) materials, 
equipment, and supplies used in the 
manufacture and distribution of the 
commodities in (1), (2), and (3) above 
(except commodities in bulk in tank 
vehicles), between points in the United 
States (except AK* CT. HI ME, MA. NR 
NY. RJ, and VT). restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at or 
destined to the facilities of Leggett & 
Platt. Incorporated. (Hearing site: 

Kansas City or St. Louis. MO.) 

MC 148157 (Sub-lF), fded October 1. 
1979. Applicant: BLAZER EXPRESS, 
INC, Rt. 2, Pelham Rd.. Greenville. SC 
29607. Representative: Clyde W. Carver, 
P.O. Box 720434, Atlanta. GA 30328. 
Transporting urethane insulating 
wa/Jboard, from the facilities of R. Max, 
Inc., at or near Greer, SC to points in 
AL FL GA, and NC. (Hearing site: 
Atlanta. GA. or Washington. DC) 

MC 148287 (Sub-lF). filed October 1. 
1979. Applicant: ALL-AMERICAN 
TRANSPORT CORP., 5770 N. Military 
Trail, West Palm Beach. FL 33407. 
Representative: John P. Bond. 2766 
Douglas Rd.. Miami. FL 33133. 
Transporting frozen citrus concentrate, 
from Indiantown, FL. to points in CA. 
AZ, CO. OR. WA, and NV. (Hearing 
site: Miami. FL) 

MC 148417 (Sub-lF), filed October 1. 
1979. Applicant: FLOYD E. PHILLIPS 
d.b.a. FUTURE TRUCKING CO.. 8125 E 
Slauson Ave.. Montebello, CA 90640. 
Representative: R. Y. Schureman, 1515 
Wilshire Blvd., Los Angeles, CA 90017. 
To operate as a contract carrier, by 
motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting non-ferrous metal pipe, 
valves, and fittings, from the facilities of 
Mueller Brass. Co., Inc., at City of 
Commerce. CA, to points in AZ and 
those in Clark County, NV. under 
continuing contract(s) with Mueller 
Brass Co.. Inc., of City of Commerce, 

CA. (Hearing site: Los Angeles, CA.) 

MC 148536F. filed October 1,1979. 
Applicant: ANTHONY W. CATRONE 
d.b.a. CATRONE TRUCKING. 848 Lee 
Drive. Orrville, OH 44667. 
Representative: David A Turano, 100 E 
Board SL. Columbus, OH 43215. To 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 


commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting sand, in bulk, in dump 
vehicles, from Rockwood, MI. to 
Orrville, OH. under continuing 
contract(s) with Quality Casting 
Company, of Orrville. OR (Hearing site: 
Columbus, OH.) 

MC 148547F. filed October 1.1979. 
Applicant- ELM ENTERPRISES, INC., 
Bldg. D-12, Freeport Center, Clearfield. 
UT 84016, Representative: Irene Warr, 
430 Judge Bldg.. Salt Lake City, UT 
84111. To operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (1) televison sets, and (2) 
tape recorders, wire recorders, tape 
players, wire players, and stands, from 
the facilities of General Electric 
Company, at Clearfield, UT. to points in 
OR. WA, CA. ID. MT. NV. AZ, NM. CO. 
and WY. under continuing contract(s) 
with General Electric Company, of 
Portsmouth, VA. (Hearing site: Salt Lake 
City, UT, or Washington, DC) 

MC 148567F. filed October 3.1979. 
Applicant Hl-BALL TRUCKING ft 
WAREHOUSING. LTD., 8020 Enterprise 
St., Burnaby. British Columbia. Canada 
V5A 1V7. Representative: George 
Kargianis. 2120 Pacific Bldg., Seattle. 
WA 98104. Transporting rope, wire rope, 
and scrap lead, between ports of entry 
on the international boundary line 
between the United States and Canada 
at Blaine, Lynden, and Sumas, WA. on 
the one hand. and. on the other, points 
in WA, restricted to the transportation 
of traffic moving in foreign commerce. 
(Hearing site: Seattle. WA.) 

MC 148828F, filed November 6,1979. 
Applicant: JACK A. CLOSE d.b.a. 

CLOSE TRUCKING. Route #3. 
Millersburg, OH 44654. Representative: 
Earl N. Merwin, 85 East Gay SL 
Columbus. OH 43215. Transporting (1) 
paper and paper products, and (2) 
materials, equipment, and supplies used 
in the manufacture and distribution of 
paper and paper products, between 
points in Coshocton County. OH. on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in IN. 
MI. PA. and WV. (Hearing site: 
Columbus. OH.) 

Volume No. 64 

Derided: February 21,1980. 

By the Commission. Review Board Number 
2. Members Eaton, Liberman, and Jensen. 

MC 531 (Sub-43lF), filed November 16, 
1979. Applicant YOUNGER 
BROTHERS. INC.. 4904 Griggs Road, 

P.O. Box 14048, Houston. TX 77021. 
Representative: Wray E Hughes (same 
address as applicant). Transporting 
calcium bromide, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from the facilities of Velsicol 


Chemical Corp.. at or near Beaumont. 
TX, to points in LA. (Hearing site: 
Houston, TX.) 

MC 531 (Sub-433F). filed November 26, 
1979. Applicant: YOUNGER 
BROTHERS. INC, 4904 Griggs Road 
(P.O. Box 14048). Houston. TX 77021. 
Representative: Wray E Hughes (same 
address as applicant). Transporting (1) 
wine, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in CA. to points in AL AR 
(except Altus), DE FL GA (except 
Atlanta), KS, KY, LA. MD (except 
Baltimore). Michigan (except Berrien 
and Van Boren Counties), NE (except 
Omaha). NH. NC, PA. SC. TN (except 
Memphis). TX and VT, (2) brandy, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
CA, to points in AL AR (except Altus), 
DE FL GA (except Atlanta), IL IN. IA. 
KS, KY. LA. MD (except Baltimore). Ml 
(except Berrien and Van Buren 
Counties). MN. MO. NE NH. NC. PA. 

SC TN (except Memphis), TX and VT, 
(3) distilled spirits, neutral spirits, and 
high proof alcohol, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from points in CA. to points In 
AL AR. CT. DE FL GA. IL IN. IA. KS. 
KY. LA. MA, MD. Ml. MN. MO. NE NR 
NJ. NY, NC. OR PA. RL SC TN. TX. VT. 
VA, and W1, (4) grape products, wine 
products, and fruit juice concentrates , In 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
CA. to points in AL AR. CT. DE FL 
(except Lakeland], GA. IL IN. IA. KS, 
KY. LA. MA. MD. MI. MN. MO. NE. NH. 
NJ. NY, NC. OR PA. RL SC TN. TX. VT. 
VA and Wl. (Hearing site: San 
Francisco. CA.) 

MC 1380 (Sub-24 F)» filed June 14.1979. 
and previously noticed in Federal 
Register issue of January 29,1980. 
Applicant: COLONIAL MOTOR 
FREIGHT LINE INC., P.O. Box 7027, 
High Point, NC 27264. Representative: 
Max H. Towery (same address as 
applicant). Transporting general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
between points in AL GA. MD. NC SC 
TN, VA, and DC. (Hearing site: High 
Point, NC, or Washington, DC.) 

Note.—This republication adds VA as an 
origin or destination State. 

MC 2960 (Sub-38F). filed November 9. 
1979. Applicant: ENGLAND 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY OF 
TEXAS, 2301 McKinney St.. Houston. TX 
77023. Representative: E Larry Wells, 
P.O. Box 45538, Dallas. TX 75245. To 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, in foreign commerce only, over 
irregular routes, transporting glass and 
glass products, and materials, 
equipment, and supplies used in the 
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manufacture and distribution of glass 
and glass products, between the 
facilities of PPG Industries. ln&* at or 
near Wichita Falls, TX. on the one hand, 
and. on the other, Houston. TX. 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
having a prior or subsequent movement 
by water. (Hearing site: Dallas or 
Houston. TX.) 

MC15770 (Sub-5F), filed November 10, 
1979. Applicant* CALORE FREIGHT 
SYSTEM, INC. Second SL High Spire, 
PA 17034. Representative: Joseph M. 
Klements, 04 State St., Boston. MA 
02100. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and automobiles, trucks, and buses 
si described in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates . 01 M.C.C. 209, 232; 
and 766) which at the time are moving 
on bills of lading of freight forwarders 
as defined in 49 U.S.C. 10102(8). between 
points in ME. NH VT. MA. CT. RI. NY, 
PA NJ. OH, WV. MD, DE. and DC 
(Hearing site: Harrisburg or 
Philadelphia. PA.) 

MC 22311 (Sub-26F)* Hied November 

28.1979. Applicant: A LINE, INC, P.O. 
Box 705. Hammond. IN 40325. 
Representative: Marvin Mickow (same 
address as applicant). Transporting (1) 
iron and steel articles, and (2) 
equipment, materials and supplies used 
in the manufacture or distribution of 
pre fabricated buildings (except 
commodities in bulk), between the 
facilities of Inryco, Inc, at Milwaukee, 
Wl, on the one hand, and. on the other 
those points in the United States in and 
east of MN, LA MO. AR. and LA 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at or destined to the named 
facilities. (Hearing site: Chicago. IL or 
Washington. DC) 

MC 29751 (Sub-lF). filed October 15. 
1979 Applicant: TERMINAL DELIVERY. 
INC. P.O. Box E, Lincoln, Rl 02865. 
Representative: William F. Poole. 41 Bea 
Drive. North Kingstown, RI 02852. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, commodities in 
bulk, those requiring special equipment, 
wd automobiles), between Brockton. 

Fall River, and New Bedford, MA. and 
the facilities used by William H. Watt & 
Son Terminal, at or near Lincoln and 
Providence, RI. (Hearing site: Boston. 
MA or Providence. RI.) 

MC 29910 (Sub-244F), filed November 

3.1979. Applicant: ARKANSAS-BEST 
FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC. 301 South 11th 
St.. Fort Smith, AR 72901. 

Representative: Don A Smith. P.O. Box 
43,510 North Greenwood. Fort Smith, 

AR 72902. Over regular routes 


transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Caterpillar Tractor Co., at or near 
Delavan. IL as an off-route point in 
connection with applicant's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: St. Louis, MO, or 
Washington. DC.) 

MC 35320 (Sub-362F). filed November 

28.1979. Applicant: TXM.E.-DC INC, 
2596 74th St, P.O. Box 2550, Lubbock. 

TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Over regular routes transporting general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of Poison Rubber 
Co., at or near Warrenton. GA as an 
off-route point in connection with 
carrier's otherwise authorized regular- 
route operations. (Hearing site: Atlanta, 
GA or Washington, DC) 

Note.—Applicant Intends to tack the 
sought rights with its existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-303F). Hied November 

20.1979. Applicant: T.LM.E.-OC INC, 
2598 74th SL P.O. Box 255a Lubbock, 

TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Over regular routes transporting general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of Douglas 
Products, Inc., at or near Walnut Ridge. 
AR. as an off-route point in connection 
with carrier's otherwise authorized 
regular-route operations. (Hearing site: 
Memphis. TN or Washington. DC.) 

Note-—Applicant Intends to tack tha above 
rights with its existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-304F). filed November 

19.1979. Applicant: T.1.M.B.-DC INC, 
2598 74th St.. P.O. Box 255a Lubbock. 

TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Over regular routes transporting general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of Heywood- 
Wakefield Company, at or near 
Newport. TN. as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Knoxville. TN, or 
Washington, DC.) 


Note.—Applicant intends to tack the above 
rights with its existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-385F), filed November 

19.1979. Applicant: TXMJL-DC INC, 
2598 74th SL P.O. Box 2550. Lubbock. 

TX 79406. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Over regular routes transporting general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of NIBCO, 
Blytheville Division, at or near 
Blytheville, AR, as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Memphis, TN. or 
Washington. DC.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack the 
•ought rights with its existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-372F), filed November 

19.1979. Applicant: T.I.ME.-DC INC. 
2598 74th Street. P.O. Box #2550, 
Lubbock. TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Over regular routes 
transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities In bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of ACCO, Industries, at or near 
Blytheville, AR, as an off-route point In 
connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Memphis. TN. or 
Washington. DC.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack tha above 
rights to its existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-373F), filed November 

28.1979. Applicant: T.I.M.E-DC INC, 
2598 74th Street, P.O. Box #2550, 
Lubbock, TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Over regular routes 
transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Magnetronics, Division of MAC at or 
near Blytheville, AR. as an off-route 
point in connection with carrier's 
otherwise authorized regular-route 
operations. (Hearing site: Memphis. TN. 
or Washington. DC.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack the above 
rights with its existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-374F). filed November 
2a 1979. Applicant: TXMJS.-DG INC. 
2598 74th Street. P.O. Box #2550, 
Lubbock, TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Over regular routes 
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transporting genera1 commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Hollingsworth and Vose, at or near 
Clarks Mill and Greenwich, NY. as off' 
route points in connection with carrier's 
otherwise authorized regular-route 
operations. (Hearing site: Syracuse, NY. 
or Washington. DC) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack the above 
rights with its existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-375F), filed November 
28. 1979. Applicant: T.LM.E.-DC, INC. 
2598 74th Street. P.O. Box 255a Lubbock. 
TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Over regular routes transporting general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of Sun Chemical 
Corp^ at or near Kankakee. IL, as an off- 
route point in connection with carrier's 
otherwise authorized regular-route 
operations. (Hearing site: Chicago, IL, or 
Washington. DC) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack the 
•ought rights with its existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-377P), filed November 

19.1979. Applicant: TJJH&-OC, INC, 
2598 74th Street. P.O. Box 255a Lubbock, 
TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth C. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Over regular routes, transporting 
general commodities (except those of 
unusual value, classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment), serving the fadlities of 
SKW Alloys. lnc„ at or near Calvert 
City, KY, as an off-route point In 
connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Memphis. TN. or 
Washington. DC) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack the 
sought rights with its existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-378F). filed November 

9.1979. Applicant: TJ MX.-DC INC., 

2598 74th Street. P.O. Box 255a Lubbock, 
TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Over regular routes, transporting 
general commodities (except those of 
unusual value, classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring spedal 
equipment), serving the fadlities of N ft 
L Enterprises, Inc., at or near Huntjville, 
AL, as an off-route point in connection 
with applicant's otherwise authorized 


regular-route operations. (Hearing site: 
Chattanooga, TN, or Washington. DC.) 

Nuts.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-379F), filed November 

9.1979. Applicant T.I.M.E.-DC. INC. 
2598 74th Street P.O. Box 2550. Lubbock, 
TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Over regular routes, transporting 
general commodities (except those of 
unusual value, dasses A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment), serving the facilities of 
Martin Industries, Inc, at or near (a) 
Athena. Florence. Huntsville and 
Sheffield. AL. and (b) Americus. GA. as 
off-route points in connection with 
carrier's otherwise authorized regular- 
route operations. (Hearing site: Atlanta. 
GA, or Washington. DC) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-38QF). filed November 
9.197a Applicant: T.LM.E.-DC INC. 
2598 74th Street, P.O. Box 255a Lubbock. 
TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Over regular routes, transporting 
general commodities (except those of 
unusual value, dasses A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment), serving the fadlities of Auto 
Seal Company at or near Tuscumbia. 

AL, as an off-route point in connection 
with carrier's otherwise authorized 
regular-route operations. (Hearing site: 
Chattanooga. TN. or Washington. DC) 
Nota.—Applicant intends to tack its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-381 F), filed November 

9.1979. Applicant: T.LM.E-DC INC, 
2588 74th St P.O. Box #255a Lubbock. 
TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Over regular routes, transporting 
general commodities (except those of 
unusual value, dasses A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring spedal 
equipment), serving the fadlities of 
Conagra, at or near Decatur. AL. as an 
off-route point in connection with 
applicant's otherwise authorized 
regular-route operations. (Hearing site: 
Chattanooga, TN, or Washington. DC.) 

Nots^—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-382F), filed November 

9,1979. Applicant T.LM.E.-DC INC. 

2598 74th St P.O. Box #255a Lubbock. 

TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 


Over regular routes, transporting 
genera) commodities (except those of 
unusual value, dasses A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commiaskm. commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring spedal 
equipment), serving the facilities of 
Cerro Wire ft Cable Co„ at or near 
Hartselle, AL, as an off-route point in 
connection with applicant's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Chattanooga, TN. or 
Washington, DC.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-383F). filed November 

9.1979. Applicant TJALE.-DC INC. 
2598 74th St. P.O. Box #255a Lubbock, 
TX 79406. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Over regular routes, transporting 
general commodities (except those of 
unusual value, classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring spedal 
equipment), serving the fadlities of 
McGriff Tire Industries, Inc., at or near 
Birmingham. Cullman. Haleyville. and 
Montgomery. AL, as off-route point in 
connection with applicant's otherwise 
authorized regular^routa operations. 
(Hearing site: Chattanooga. TN. or 
Washington, DC) 

Not®.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-384P). filed November 

9.1979. Applicant: T.I.M.E.-DC INC.. 
2598 74th St. P.O. Box #255a Lubbock. 
TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth C. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Over regular routes, transporting 
general commodities (except those of 
unusual value, classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring spedal 
equipment), serving the facilities of 
S.C.L Electronics, Inc., at or near 
Huntsville, AL. as an off-route point in 
connection with applicant's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Chattanooga, TN. or 
Washington. DC) 

Not®.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-385F). filed November 

9,1979. Applicant* TJ.M.E.-DC INC. 
2598 74th St. P.O. Box #2550. Lubbock. 
TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Over regular routes, transporting 
general commodities (except those of 
unusual value, dasses A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring spedal 
equipment), serving the fadlities of 
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Electrode Corporation, at or near 
Tuscumbia. AL, as an off-route point in 
connection with applicant's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Chattanooga. TN. or 
Washington. DC.) 

Not**—Applicant Intends to tack to Its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-399F), filed November 
28,1979. Applicant: T.I.M.E.-DC, INC.. 
2598 74th Street, P.O. Box #2550. 

Lubbock, TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Over regular routes, 
transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Yukon Industries, at or near 
McCregor, MN, as an off-route point In 
connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Minneapolis or St. Paul 
MN.) 

Not*.—Applicant intends to tack the above 
rights with its existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-402F), filed November 

28.1979. Applicant: T.LM.E.-DC. INC.. 
2598 74th Street, P.O. Box #2550, 

Lubbock. TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Over regular routes, 
transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Elkhart Products Corp.. at or near 
Fayetteville. AR. as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Little Rock. AR or Tulsa. 
OK.) 

Not*w—Applicant intends to tack the abov* 
rights with its existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-404F). filed November 

29.1979. Applicant: T.I.M.E.-DC. INC.. 
2598 74th Street, P.O. Box #2550, 
Lubbock. TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Over regular routes, 
transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Wood and Hyde Leather Company, at 
or near Gloversville. NY, as an off-route 
point in connection with carrier's 
otherwise authorized regular-route 
operations. (Hearing site: Syracuse, NY 
or Washington. DC.) 

Not*.—Applicant inlands to tack th« 
sought rights with its existing authority. 


MC 35320 (Sub-4G5F), Bled November 

29.1979. Applicant: T.I.M.E.-DC, INC., 
2598 74th Street. P.O. Box #2550, 
Lubbock. TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Over regular routes, 
transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of The Carnation Company, at or near 
Oconomowoc, WL as an off-route point 
in connection with carrier’s otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Milwaukee, WL or 
Chicago. IL.) 

Note.— Applicant intends to tack the 
•ought rights with its existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-406F), filed November 

29.1979. Applicant TXM.E.-DC, INC, 
2598 74th Street P.O. Box #2550, 
Lubbock. TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Over regular routes, 
transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Arkla Industries, Inc., at or near 
Paragould. AR, as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Memphis, TN. or 
Washington. DC.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack the 
•ought rights with Its existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-407F), filed November 

28.1979 Applicant: T.LM.E.-DG INC„ 
2598 74th Street. P.O. Box #2550, 
Lubbock. TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Over regular routes, 
transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Wall Tube and Metal Products Co„ at 
or near Newport TN, as an off-route 
point in connection with carrier's 
otherwise authorized regular-route 
operations. (Hearing site: Knoxville. TN. 
or Washington, DC.) 

Not*.—Applicant intends to tack the above 
rights with its existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-408F), filed November 

26.1979 Applicant: TJ.MJL-DC. CMC.. 
2598 74th Street. P.O. Box #2550, 
Lubbock, TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth C. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Over regular routes, 
transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 


A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Rockwell International, at or near 
Tupelo. MS. as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Memphis, TN, or 
Washington, DC.) 

Not*.—Applicant intends to tack the 
sought rights with its existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-409F), filed November 

26.1979 Applicant: T.I.M.E.-DC. INC., 
2598 74th Street P.O. Box #2550. 

Lubbock, TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Over regular routes, 
transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Flo Con Systems, Inc., at or near 
Champaign and Fisher, IL, as an off- 
route point in connection with carrier's 
otherwise authorized regular-route 
operations. (Hearing site: Chicago. IL, or 
Washington. DC.) 

Nate*—Applicant intends to tack the 
•ought rights with its existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-410F). filed November 

28.1979 Applicant: T.LM.E.-DC, INC.. 
2598 74th Street, P.O. Box #2550, 
Lubbock, TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth C. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Over regular routes, 
transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of A. J. Bayer Company, at or near 
Shepherdsville. KY. as an off-route point 
in connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Louisville. KY. or 
Washington. DC.) 

Note-—Applicant intends to tack the 
sought rights with its existing Authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-41lF), filed November 

26.1979 Applicant: T.I.M.E.-DC. INC., 
2598 74th Street. P.O. Box #2550. 
Lubbock. TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Over regular routes, 
transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Midwest Packaging Materials Co., at 
or near (a) Ft. Madison, LA. and (b) West 
Point. MS, as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier's otherwise 
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authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: St. Louis, MO, and 
Washington. DC) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack the 
•ought righti to its existing authority. 

MC 55320 (Sub-412F). filed November 

29.1979. Applicant: T.I.M.E.-DC INC., 
2598 74th Street, P.O. Box #2550, 
Lubbock, TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Over regular routes, 
transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
•pedal equipment), serving the facilities 
of Sterling Drug, Inc., at or near 
Gulfport. MS. as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Gulfport. MS or 
Washington. DC.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack the 
•ought rights with its existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub~413F), filed November 

29.1979. Applicant: T.I.M.E-DC INC, 
2598 74th Street, P.O. Box #2550, 
Lubbock. TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth C. Thomas (same address as 
applicant.) Over regular routes, 
transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Bo brick Washroom Equipment, Inc., 
at or near Clifton Park, NY. as an off- 
route point in connection with carrier's 
otherwise authorized regular-route 
operations. (Hearing site: New York, NY 
or Washington, DC) 

Note.—Applicant intends to lack the 
•ought rights with ita existing authority. 

MC 47171 (Sub-149F). Bled November 

7.1979. Applicant: COOPER MOTOR 
LINES, INC, P.O. Box 2820, Greenville, 
SC 29602. Representative: Frands W. 
Mclnemy. 1000 16th St., NW„ 
Washington, DC 20036. Transporting 
general commodities (except those of 
unusual value, classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring spedal 
equipment), between points in Clayton, 
Cobb, Coweta, DeKalb, Fayette. Fulton, 
Gwinnett, Henry, and Rockdale 
Counties, CA, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Cumberland. Salem, 
Warren and Sussex Counties, N). those 
in N) and NY within 25 miles of New 
York, NY, those in CT west of the 
Connecticut River and those in PA east 
of the Susquehanna River. (Hearing site: 
Washington. DC or Philadelphia, PA.) 


MC 47171 (Sub-151F), filed November 

19.1979. Applicant: COOPER MOTOR 
LINES, INC, P.O. Box 2820, Greenville, 
SC 29602. Representative: Harris G. 
Andrews (same address as applicant). 
Transporting (1) lighting fixtures and (2) 
equipment, materials and supplies used 
in the manufacture of lighting fixtures, 
between Cochran, GA and points in CT, 
DE, MD. MA. NJ, NY. PA. RI. and DC 
(Hearing site: Atlanta. GA.) 

MC 52061 (Sub-83F), filed November 

29.1979. Applicant: WILLS TRUCKING, 
INC., 3185 Columbia Rd., Richfield, OH 
44286. Representative: Paul F. Beery. 275 
East State St.. Columbus, OH 43215. 
Transporting (1) iron and steel articles 
and (2) equipment . materials and 
supplies used in the manufacture of iron 
and steel articles, between 

Bra eke midge, Bagdad and Leechbuxgh, 
PA. on the one hand. and. on the other 
points in OH, IN, IL ML and WL 
(Hearing site: Columbus, OH.) 

MC 64600 (Sub-52F). filed September 

10.1979. Applicant: WILSON 
TRUCKING CORPORATION, P.O. 
Drawer 2, Flshersville, VA 22939. 
Representative: William ). Jones (same 
address as applicant). Over regular 
routes, transporting general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), (1) 
between Winchester, VA and 
Hagerstown. MD, (a) over US Hwy 11, 
and (b) over Interstate Hwy 61, (2) 
between Winchester, and Frederick. 

MD. from Winchester over VA Hwy 7 to 
junction U.S. Hwy 340, then over U.S. 
Hwy 340 to Frederick, and return over 
the same route. (3) between Hagerstown 
and Baltimore. MD. over U.S. Hwy 40. 

(4) between junction U.S. Hwy 40 and 
Interstate Hwy 70N and Baltimore. MD, 
over Interstate Hwy 7QN, (5) between 
Frederick. MD and Washington. DC, (a) 
from Frederick over MD Hwy 355 to 
junction U.S. Hwy 240. then over U.S. 
Hwy 240 to Washington, and return over 
the same route, and (b) from Frederick 
over Interstate Hwy 270 to junction U.S. 
Hwy 240, then over U.S. Hwy 240 to 
Washington, and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points in 
connection with the routes described in 
(1) through (5) above. (Hearing site: 
Washington, DC or Richmond, VA.) 

MC 67450 (Sub-lOOP). filed November 

19.1979. Applicant: PETERLIN 
CARTAGE CO., a corporation. 9651 S. 
Ewing Ave., Chicago. UL 60617. 
Representative: Joseph Winter. 29 South 
LaSalle SU Chicago. IL 60603. 
Transporting bakery goods, from Morton 
Grove and Niles, IL. to those points in 


the United States in and east of MT, 

WY. CO. and NM. (Hearing site: 
Chicago, IL.) 

MC 68100 (Sub-41 F). filed November 

23.1979. Applicant: D. P. BONHAM 
TRANSFER. INC. P.O. Drawer C, 
Bartlesville, OK 74003. Representative: 
William B. Barker, 641 Harrison St, P.O. 
Box 1979, Topeka, KS 66801. 
Transporting coal tor pitch , coal tar 
pitch products , and coal tar pitch by¬ 
products , between the facilities of Reiley 
Tar & Chemical at or near Lone Star. 
TX. on the one hand, and. on the other, 
points in the United States (excluding 
AK and HI). (Hearing site: Oklahoma 
City. OK.) 

MC 68860 (Sub-44F). filed November 

15.1979. Applicant RUSSELL 
TRANSFER, INCORPORATED. 5259 
Aviation Drive, NW„ Roanoke. VA 
24012. Representative: Liniel G. Gregory. 
Jr. (same address as applicant). 
Transporting materials, equipment and 
supplies used in the manufacture and 
distribution of malt beverages (except 
commodities in bulk and those requiring 
special equipment), from points in NC to 
Eden, NC (Hearing site: Washington. 
DC or Roanoke, VA.) 

MC 82841 (Sub-273F), filed November 

18.1979. Applicant HUNT 
TRANSPORTATION, INC. 10770 *T St. 
Omaha. NE 68127. Representative: 
Donald L Stem. 7171 Mercy Road. Suite 
610, Omaha. NE 68106. Transporting (1) 
iron and steel articles, from the facilities 
of Northwestern Steel and Wire 
Company, at Rock Fails and Sterling. IL, 
to points in CO. LA. KS, MO. NE OH, 

PA. WV, and WY. and (2) materials, 
equipment and supplies, used in the 
manufacture and distribution of iron and 
steel articles, in the reverse direction. 
(Hearing site: Chicago. IL) 

Note.—Dual operations may be involved 

MC 82841 (Sub-274F). filed November 

19.1979. Applicant HUNT 
TRANSPORTATION. INC. 10770 T # St., 
Omaha, NE 68127. Representative: 
Donald L Stem, 7171 Mercy Rd., Suite 
610, Omaha. NE 68106. Transporting 
plastic pipe and plastic pipe fittings , 
from the facilities of CertainTeed 
Products Corporation, at or near Waco, 
TX, to points in CO. ID. LA. MN. MO. 

MT. NV. OR. UT. and WA. (Hearing 
site: Philadelphia. PA.) 

MC 82841 (Sub-273F), filed November 

23.1979. Applicant HUNT 
TRANSPORTATION. INC. 10770 'T* St. 
Omaha. NE 66127. Representative: 
Donald L Stem. 7171 Mercy RcL. Suite 
610. Omaha. NE 68106. Transporting 
steel pipe and tubing from Springfield. 

IL to points in CO, LA, KS, ML MO, MT. 
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NE, OH. and WY. (Hearing site: St. 

Louis. MO. or Omaha, NE.) 

MC 82541 (Sub-279F), filed November 

13.1979. Applicant: HUNT 
TRANSPORTATION. INC. 10770 V St. 
Omaha. NE 66127. Representative: 
Donald L Stem. 7171 Mercy Road. Suite 
610, Omaha, NE 88106. Transporting 
plywoodplywood wall paneling, end 
composition board from Norfolk. VA to 
points in PA WV, OH. IN. Ml. IL WL 
IA. and MN. (Hearing site: Norfolk. VA 
or Washington. DC) 

Note.—Dual operations may be Involved. 
MC 106341 (Sub-175F), Hied November 

19.1979. Applicant: MOSS TRUCKING 
COMPANY. INC.. 3027 N. Try on St, P.O. 
Box 28125, Charlotte. NC 28213. 
Representative: Jack P. Counts (same 
address as applicant). Transporting flat 
glass and glass glazing units, from the 
facilities of (a) General Class 
International Corp., at or near Jeannette, 
PA and (b) ASG Industries, at or near 
(i) Jerry Run. WV. and (ii) Kingsport, TN, 
to those points in the United States in 
and east of MN. IA MO. AR, and LA 
(Hearing site: New York, NY. or 
Washington, DC.) 

MC 108341 (Sub-178F), filed November 

23.1979. Applicant: MOSS TRUCKING 
COMPANY, INC, 3027 N. Try on St. P.O. 
Box 28125, Charlotte. NC 28213. 
Representative: Jack P. Counts (same 
address as applicant). Transporting (1) 
compressors, turbines, power generating 
and transmission equipment, industrial 
furnaces, transformers, and control 
systems, and (2) parts and accessories 
for the commodities in (1) above (except 
commodities in bulk), between those 
points In the United States In and east of 

MN. IA MO. AR. and LA restricted to 
the transportation of traffic originating 
at or destined to the facilities used by 
Brown Boveri Corporation. (Hearing 
site: New York. NY. or Washington. DC.) 

MC 108341 (Sub-177F), Bled November 

26.1979. Applicant: MOSS TRUCKING 
COMPANY. INC. 3027 N. Tryon St.. P.O. 
Box 21625, Charlotte. NC 28213. 
Representative: Jack P. Counts (same 
address as applicant). Transporting (1) 
irrigation equipment, (2) parts, 
accessories and attachments for the 
commodities in (1) above, and (3) 
materials, supplies and equipment used 
in the distribution maintenance and 
manufacture of the commodities in (1) 
and (2) above (except commodities in 

j dk), between Charlotte. NC, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, those points In 
the United States In and east of MN. IA 

MO, AR, and LA. (Hearing site: 

Charlotte, NC or Washington. DC.) 

MC 110541 (Sub-17F). filed November 

23.1979. Applicant: MARK E. YODER. 


INC. P.O. Box 348, Schuylkill Haven. PA 
17972. Representative: Christian V. Graf, 
407 North Front Street. Harrisburg. PA 
17101. Transporting petroleum coke, in 
dump vehicles, from the facilities of 
Mobil Oil Refinery, at or near Paulsboro, 
N], to the Pennsylvania Power and Light 
Company, at Holt wood (Lancaster 
County), PA (Hearing site: Washington, 
DC or Harrisburg. PA) 

MC 113751 (Sub-34F), filed November 

20.1979. Applicant: HAROLD P. 
DUSHEK, INC. 10th and Columbia 
Streets, Waupaca. W1 54981. 
Representative: James A Spiegel. Olde 
Towne Office Park. 6425 Odana Road. 
Madison. WI 53719. Transporting (1) 
frozen foodstuffs , and (2) frozen meat 
and meat by-product*, unfit for human 
consumption, from the facilities of 
Wiscold. Inc., at or near Beaver Dam 
and Milwaukee, WI, to points in AR. 

CO, KS. LA MS. OK. and TX. (Hearing 
site: Madison or Milwaukee, WL) 

MC 114211 (Sub-423P), filed November 

15.1979. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC. P.O. Box 420, 
Waterloo, IA 50704. Representative: 
Adelor J. Warren (same address as 
applicant). Transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in or used by 
manufacturers and distributors of (a) 
agricultural equipment, (b) accessories 
for self-propelled articles, and (c) snow 
and ice removal equipment, between 
Glenwood. MN. and Fargo. ND. on the 
one hand. and. on the other, points in 
the United States (except AK and HI). 
(Hearing site: Minneapolis or St. Paul, 
MN.) 

MC 114211 (Sub-425F). filed November 

28.1979. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT. CMC. P.O. Box 420. 
Waterloo. IA 50704. Representative: 
Adelor J. Warren (same address as 
applicant). Transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in. or used, by 
agricultural and industrial equipment 
manufacturers (except commodities in 
bulk), between points in the United 
States (including AK. but excluding HI). 
(Hearing site: Wichita. KS.) 

MC 114781 (Sub-7F), filed November 

29.1979. Applicant: HAROLD H. 
WARFEL R.D. #2, Peach Bottom. PA 
17563. Representative: John W. Metzger. 
49 North Duke Street, Lancaster. PA 
17602. Transporting chemicals, and 
empty water carrier containers, 
between the facilities of Koppers 
Company, Inc, at or near Petrolia, PA 
and Baltimore, MD. (Hearing site: 
Philadelphia, PA or Baltimore. MD.) 

MC 119641 (Sub-179F). filed November 

28.1979. Applicant: RINCLE EXPRESS. 
INC., 450 East Ninth Street. Fowler. IN 
47944. Representative: Norman R. 

Garvin. 1301 Merchants Plaza, 


Indianapolis, IN 46204. Transporting 
machinery, from the facilities of Hydra 
Tool Corporation, at (a) Greenwood. MS 
and (b) Topeka, KS, to points in the 
United States (except AK and HI). 
(Hearing site: Indianapolis. IN or 
Chicago. IL) 

MC 117940 (Sub-360P). filed November 

13.1979. Applicant: NATIONWIDE 
CARRIERS. INC, P.O. Box 104, Maple 
Plain. MN 55359. Representative: Alan 
L Timmerman. 5300 Highway 12, Maple 
Plain, MN 55359. Transporting general 
commodities (except (hose of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, those 
requiring special equipment, and 
foodstuffs), from the facilities of Empire 
State Shipper's Association. Inc., In NY. 
to points in AL AR. AZ, CA CO. FL ID, 
IL IA. GA KS, KY. LA. MN. MS. MO. 
MT, NE, NM. NV. NC ND. OK. OR. SC 
SD. TN. TX. UT. VA WA WI. and WY. 
(Hearing site: Buffalo, NY.) 

MC 119741 (Sub-243F), filed November 

15.1979. Applicant: GREEN FIELD 
TRANSPORT COMPANY. INC. P.O. 

Box 1235, Fort Dodge. IA 50501. 
Representative: D. L Robson (same 
address as applicant). Transporting com 
products (except in bulk, in tank 
vehicles), from the facilities of Lincoln 
Grain. Inc., at or near Atchison. KS. to 
points in AL AR, CO. GA. IL IN, LA 
KY, LA. Ml. MN. MS, MO, NE. NM. ND. 
OH. OK. SD, TN. TX. WI. and WY. 
(Hearing site: Atchison or Kansas Gty. 
KS.) 

MC 119741 (Sub-248F). filed November 

26.1979. Applicant: GREEN FIELD 
TRANSPORT COMPANY. INC. 1515 
Third Ave„ NW., P.O. Box 1235, Fort 
Dodge. LA 50501. Representative: D. L 
Robson (same address as applicant). 
Transporting foodstuffs (except in bulk, 
in tank vehicles), from the facilities of 
Newark Freezer Center, at Newark. DE 
to points in the United States (except 
AK and HI), restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at 
the named origin and destined to the 
indicated destinations. (Hearing site: 
Wilmington, DE) 

MC 119750 (Sub-2F). filed November 

28.1979. Applicant: D. E FORD. INC, 
P.O. Box 218, Savage. MN 55378. 
Representative: K. L Mehlhaff (same 
address as applicant). Transporting (1) 
carbon black, from points in LA OK. 
and TX. to Eau Claire, WL and (2) empty 
containers in the reverse direction, 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at or destined to the facilities 
of Uniroyal. Inc., at Eau Claire, WL 
(Hearing site: Minneapolis or St Paul, 
MN.) 
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MC 120910 (Sub-29F). Filed November 

5.1979. Applicant: SERVICE EXPRESS. 
INC.. P.O. Box 1009, Tuscaloosa. AL 
35401. Representative: Richard Davis 
(same address as applicant). 
Transporting pipe, pipe fittings, valves, 
and hydrants, from the facilities of Clow 
Corporation, at or near Coshocton, OH, 
to those points in the United States in 
and east of ND. SD. NE, KS, OK. and 
TX. (Hearing site: Chicago, IL or 
Birmingham. AL.) 

MC 120910 (Sub-30F)» filed November 

10.1979. Applicant: SERVICE EXPRESS. 
INC., P.O. Box 1009, Tuscaloosa, AL 
35401. Representative: Richard Davis 
(same address as applicant). 
Transporting pipe, pipe fittings, valves, 
and hydrants, from the facilities of Clow 
Corporation, at or near Buckhannon. 
WV, to those points in the United States 
in and east of ND. SD, NE, KS, OK. and 
TX. (Hearing site: Chicago. IL. or 
Birmingham. AL) 

MC 120910 (Sub-3lF), filed November 

10.1979. Applicant: SERVICE EXPRESS, 
INC., P.O. Box 1009, Tuscaloosa. AL 
35401. Representative: Richard Davis 
(same address as applicant). 
Transporting (1) pipe, pipe fittings, 
valves , hydrants, and (2) materials, 
equipment, and supplies used in the 
installation of the commodities in (1) 
above, (except commodities in bulk), 
between the facilities of Clow 
Corporation, at or near Lincoln. AL on 
the one hand, and, on the other, those 
points in the United States in and east of 
ND, SD. NE, KS, OK. and TX. (Hearing 
site: Chicago. IL or Birmingham. AL) 

MC 120910 (Sub-35F), filed November 

26.1979. Applicant: SERVICE EXPRESS, 
INC, P.O. Box 1009. Tuscaloosa. AL 
35401. Representative: Richard Davis 
(same address as applicant). 
Transporting (1) liquid bleach, dish 
detergents, and (2) materials, equipment 
and supplies used in the manufacture 
and distribution of liquid bleach and 
dish detergents (except commodities in 
bulk), between the facilities of National 
Marketing Associates. Inc., at or near 
New Orleans. LA. and points in MS, AL 
GA, TN. and FL (Hearing site: New 
Orleans, LA. or Birmingham. AL) 

MC 120910 (Sub-38F), filed November 

20.1979. Applicant: SERVICE EXPRESS, 
INC., P.O. Box 1009, Tuscaloosa. AL 
35401. Representative: Richard Davis 
(same address as applicant). 
Transporting such commodities as art 
dealt in or used by chain stores and 
grocery houses (except commodities tn 
bulk), between the facilities of Hudson 
Industries, Inc., at or near Brundidge and 
Troy, AL on the one hand, and. on the 
other, points in the United States 


(except AK and HI). (Hearing site: 
Montgomery or Birmingham, AL). 

MC 120910 (Sub-37F). filed November 

26,1979. Applicant: SERVICE EXPRESS. 
INC., P.O. Box 1009, Tuscaloosa. AL 
35401. Representative: Richard Davis 
(same address as applicant). 
Transporting (1) lead\ and (2) materials, 
equipment and supplies used in the 
processing of lead (except commodities 
in bulk), between the facilities of Master 
Metals. Inc., at Cleveland. OH. on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
the United States (except AK and HI), 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at and destined to the named 
points. (Hearing site: Cleveland, OH, or 
Birmingham, AL) 

MC 120910 (Sub-40F), filed November 

26,1979. Applicant: SERVICE EXPRESS, 
INC., P.O. Box 1009, Tuscaloosa. AL 
35401. Representative: Richard Davis 
(same address as applicant). 
Transporting (1) pipe, pipe fittings, 
valves, and hydrants, (2) parts and 
accessories for the commodities in (1) 
above from Birmingham. AL to those 
points in the United States in and east of 
ND. SD. NE, KS, OK. and NM and (3) 
materials. equipment and supplies used 
in the manufacture and distribution of 
the commodities in (1) and (2) above 
(except commodities in bulk), in the 
reverse direction. (Hearing site; Chicago, 
IL, or Birmingham, AL) 

MC 120910 (Sub-4lF). filed November 

26.1979. Applicant: SERVICE EXPRESS, 
INC., P.O. Box 1009, Tuscaloosa. AL 
35401. Representative: Richard Davis 
(same address as applicant). 
Transporting (1) construction materials , 
from the facilities of The Celotex 
Corporation, at or near Fairfield. AL to 
points in ME, NR VT. MA. CT. RI. NY. 
PA, NJ. DE. MD. VA. WV, NC. SC GA, 
FL AL MS, LA. TX. AR. TN, KY, OH, 

IN. IL ML and DC, and (2) materials, 
equipment and supplies used in the 
manufacture or distribution of 
construction materials in the reverse 
direction. (Hearing site: Tampa, FL or 
Tuscaloosa. AL) 

MC 120910 (Sub-42F), filed November 

28.1979. Applicant: SERVICE EXPRESS, 
INC, P.O. Box 1009, Tuscaloosa. AL 
35401. Representative: Richard Davis 
(same address as applicant). 
Transporting (1) pipe, fittings, valves, 
and hydrants, and (2) materials and 
supplies used in the installation of the 
commodities in (1) above (except 
commodities in bulk), between the 
facilities of Clow Corporation, at or near 
Columbia, MO. and those points In the 
United States in and east of ND. SD, NE, 
KS, OK, and TX. (Hearing site: Chicago. 
IL or Birmingham. AL) 


MC 121000 (Sub-113F). filed June 25. 
1979. Applicant: ARROW TRUCK 
LINES. INC. P.O. Box 1418, Birmingham. 
AL 35201. Representative: William P. 
Jackson. Jr.. P.O. Box 1240, Arlington. 

VA 22210. Transporting iron and steel 
articles, from the facilities of Connors 
Steels Co., Inc., at Huntington. WV. to 
those points in the United States in and 
east of WI. IL MO. OK. and TX. 
(Hearing site: Huntington, WV. or 
Washington. DC.) 

MC 121060 (Sub-120F), filed November 

9.1979. Applicant: ARROW TRUCK 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 1416, Birmingham. 
AL 35201. Representative: William P. 
Jackson, Jr., 3426 N. Washington Blvd., 
P.O. Box 1240, Arlington, VA 22210. 
Transporting (1) contraction materials. 
and (2) materials, equipment and 
supplies used in the manufacture, 
distribution, and installation of the 
commodities in (1) above, (except 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the United States (except AK and HI), 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at or destined to the facilities 
of The Celotex Corporation. (Hearing 
site: Tampa. FL or Washington, DC) 

MC 121060 (Sub-121F), filed November 

9.1979. Applicant: ARROW TRUCK 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 1416, Birmingham. 
AL 35201. Representative: William P. 
Jackson. Jr., 3426 N. Washington Blvd., 
P.O. Box 1240, Arlington. VA 22210. 
Transporting iron and steel articles, 
from Baytown. TX. to points in OK. LA. 
AR, MS. AL GA. TN. and FL (Hearing 
site: Washington. DC.) 

MC 124711 (Sub-IOOF). filed November 

19.1979. Applicant: BECKER 
CORPORATION. P.O. Box 1050, El 
Dorado. KS 67042. Representative: Red 
Parker (same address as applicant). 
Transporting crude oil. in bulk, from 
points in Richardson County, NE, to El 
Dorado, KS. (Hearing site: Wichita or 
Kansas City. KS.) 

MC 124711 (Sub-IOIF), filed November 

19.1979. Applicant: BECKER 
CORPORATION, P.O. Box 1050. El 
Dorado, KS 07042. Representative: Rod 
Parker (same address as applicant). 
Transporting liquid paint and liquid 
paint thinner, from the facilities of 
Ameron Industrial Coating Divison, at 
Wichita, KS. to Norfolk, NE, St. Joseph. 
IN, Grapeland. TX, Guymon. OK. and 
Little Rock. AR. (Hearing site: Wichita 
or Kansas City, KS.) 

MC 127811 (Sub-21F). filed November 

8.1979. Applicant: BRYNWOOD 
TRANSFER. INC., 175 Eighth Ave. SW„ 
New Brighton. MN 55112. 
Representative: Robert P. Sack, P.O. Box 
0010, West St. Paul. MN 55118. 
Transporting television filming and 
recording trailers, between the facilities 
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of Northwest Teleproductions. Inc, at 
Minneapolis* MN. on the one hand, and* 
on the other, points in the United States 
(except AK and HI). (Hearing site: St 
Paul. MN.) 

MC 127840 (Sub-148F). filed November 
lfs. 1979. Applicant: MONTGOMERY 
TANK LINES* INC. 17550 Fritz Drive. 
Lanting. EL 60438. Representative: 

William K. Towle, 180 North LaSalle SL. 
Chicago. 1L 60601. Transporting 
vegetable oils and vegetable oil 
products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Minneapolis. MN. to points in AL AR. 
CA. CO. CT. DE. FL GA IA ID. IL IN. 
KS. KY. LA MA MD. ME. ML MO. MS. 
NE. NC NR NJ. NY. OH. PA. RL SC 
TN. TX. VA, VT. WV. WA. and WL 
(Hearing site: Minneapolis, MN. or 
Chicago, IL) 

MC 133101 (Sub-6F). filed November 

16.1979. Applicant: PENINSULA AIR 
DELIVERY. P.O. Box 668, Mountain 
View, CA 94042. Representative: 

Thomas Donahue (same address as 
applicant). Transporting general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
between points in GA and WA. 
Condition: The person or persons which 
appear to be in common control of 
applicant and another regulated carrier 
must either file an application for 
approval of common control under 49 
U.S.C. 111343. or submit an affidavit 
indicating why such approval is 
unnecessary. (Hearing site: San 
Francisco, CA. or Seattle. WA.) 

MC 113841 (Sub-17F), filed October 19, 
1979. Applicant: DAN BARCLAY. INC. 

P O. Box 426, 382 Main SL, Lincoln Park. 
NJ 07035. Representative: George A. 
Olsen, P.O. Box 357. Gladstone. NJ 
07934. Transporting (1) water and waste 
treatment equipment, and (2) materials . 
equipment and supplies used in the 
manufacture, installation, and sale of 
water and waste treatment equipment 
(except commodities In bulk), between 
Lancaster, PA. on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in the United States 
(except AK and HI). (Hearing site: 
Philadelphia, PA, or Washington. DC.) 

MC 134391 (Sub-8F)« filed November 

18.1979. Applicant: P&B TRUCKING 
COMPANY, a corporation. P.O. Box 28, 
Olive Branch. MS 38654. Representative: 
Jack Perry (same address as applicant). 
Contract carrier, transporting brewers 
pressed grains and brewers wet grains . 
m bulk, in dump vehicles, from St Louis 
«[nd points in St. Louis County, MO. to 
Olive Branch, MS, under continuing 
contracts) with Murphy Products 


Company. Inc., of Burlington, WL 
(Hearing site: Memphis, TN.) 

MC 135231 (Sub-31 F), filed May 4. 

1979. and previously noticed in Federal 
Register issue of October 4.1979. 
Applicant: NORTH STAR TRANSPORT. 
INC, Rt. 1. Highway 1 and 59 East Thief 
River Falls, MN 56701. Representative: 
Robert P. Sack, P.O. Box 6010, West SL 
Paul MN 55118. Transporting wallboardL 
fibre board, pu/pboard, and strawboard, 
from International Falls, MN, to points 
in IA, IL. IN. KS. MI. NE. NY. OH. and 
PA. (Hearing site: SL Paul. MN.) 

Note:— This republicstion shows NE as a 
destination State in lieu of MN. Dual 
operations may be Involved. 

MC 138701 (Sub-5F), filed November 8, 
1979. Applicant: G. D. k 1C. INC.. 500 W. 
Main SC Wyckoff, NJ 07481. 
Representative: Robert B. Pepper. 168 
Woodbridge Ave„ Highland Pferk, NJ 
06904. Contract carrier, transporting 
disposable medical devices, health care 
products, and radioactive materials. 
between Chicago. EL, Columbus, MS, 
Kansas City, MO. Parsippany. NJ. and 
Spartanburg. SC on the one hand. and. 
on the other, points in the United States 
(except AK and HI), under continuing 
contract^) with isomedix. Inc., of 
Whlppany. NJ. CONDITION: To the 
extent any permit issued in this 
proceeding authorizes the transportation 
of radioactive materials, it shall be 
limited in point of time, to a period 
expiring 5 years from its date of issue. 
(Hearing site: Newark, NJ.) 

MC 138741 (Sub-102F). filed November 

18,1979. Applicant AMERICAN 
CENTRAL TRANSPORT. INC, 2005 N. 
Broadway. Joliet IL 60435. 
Representative: Tom B. Kretsinger, 20 
East Franklin, Liberty. MO 64068. 
Transporting lumber and lumber 
products . between Evanville. IN. on the 
one hand, and* on the other, points in 
AR IA. KS, KY. MO. NE. OK. TN. TX. 
WL and IL (Hearing site: St Louis, MO.) 

MC 142811 (Sub-7F), filed November 9. 
1979. Applicant S. R. R TRUCKING 
CO., a corporation. 1000 North Cindy 
Lane, P.O. Box 925, Carpinteria. CA 
93013. Representative: R. Y. Schureman, 
1545 Wilshire BIvcL, Los Angeles. CA 
90017. Contract carrier, transporting 
foodstuffs . from Tacoma. WA. to points 
in CA. under continuing contract(s) with 
Nalley's Fine Foods Division of Curtice- 
Bumes. Inc., of Tacoma. WA. (Hearing 
site: Los Angeles, CA. or Seattle. WA.) 

MC 143121 (Sub-9F), filed November 9* 
1979. Applicant TILLAMOOK 
CARRIERS. INC, 11600 Paramount 
Blvd., Office “C\ Downey. CA 90241. 
Representative: Miles L Kavaller, 315 
So. Beverly Drive, Suite 315, Beverly 
Hills, CA 90212. Contract carrier. 


transporting television cable, from the 
facilities of Cerro Communication 
Products, at Freehold. NJ. to Atlanta. 

CA. and points in AZ, CA. CO. KS, MO, 
NV. NM. OK. OR TX, and WA. under 
continuing contracts) with Cerro 
Communication Products, of Freehold. 

NJ. (Hearing site: New York. NY.) 

MC 143730 (Sub-4F). filed May 11. 

1979. and previously noticed in Federal 
Register issue of October 4. 1979. 
Applicant PENINSULA TRUCKING 
COMPANY, INC. 705 Morehouse Drive. 
New Castle, DE 1972a Representative: 
Richard M. Ochroch. 316 S. 16th St.. 
Philadelphia. PA 19103. Contract carrier, 
transporting meats, meat products and 
meat byproducts, and articles 
distributed by meat-packing houses, as 
described in sections A and C of 
Appendix I to the report in Descriptions 
in Motor Carrier Certificates, 81 M.C.C. 
209 and 768, between Philadelphia, PA* 
on the one hand, and* on the other, 
points in GA. FL NC SC TN. WV. and 
VA. under continuing contract(s) with 
Hygrade Food Products Corporation, of 
Detroit. MI. (Hearing site: Philadelphia, 
PA.) 

Note-—This republic*tion shows VA as an 
origin or destination State In lieu of WA 
MC 144140 (Sub-43F). filed November 

15.1979. Applicant SOUTHERN 
FREICHTWAYS, INC, P.O. Box 158, 
Eustis, FL 3272A Representative: John L 
Dickerson (same address as applicant). 
Transporting (1) petroleum and 
petroleum products, vehicle body sealer 
and sound deadner compounds (except 
commodities in bulk), an & filters, from 
Buffalo and N. Tonawanda. NY, N. 
Warren. New Kensington. Emlenton. 
and Fanners Valley, PA, Congo and SL 
Marys. WV. and Garland. TX, to points 
in AL FL GA MS. NC SC and TN, and 
(2) petroleum and petroleum products 
(except commodities in bulk), from 
points in LA and NJ to points in FL 
(Hearing site: Orlando. FL or 
Washington. DC.) 

MC 144330 (Sub-84F). filed November 

14.1979. Applicant UTAH CARRIERS. 
INCORPORATED. P.O. Box 1218. 
Freeport Center. Clearfield. UT 84018. 
Representative: Charles D. Midkiff 
(same address as applicant). 
Transporting pipe, from the facilities of 
National Pipe and Tube Co., at or near. 
Liberty. TX. to those points in the United 
States in and west of MN, LA. IL MO. 
AR. and LA. restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at 
the named origin and destined to the 
indicated destinations. (Hearing site: 
Houston. TX.) 

Note.—Dual operations may be involved. 
MC 144841 (Sub-2F). filed November 

15.1979. Applicant: GOLDEN EAGLE 
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TRANSPORT COMPANY, a Texas 
corporation. 505 West Allen Ave., San 
Dimas. CA 91773. Representative: Greg 
P. Stefflre. 700 S. Flower St., Suite 1724. 
Los Angeles. CA 90017. Contract carrier. 
transporting boat and utility trailers, 
and materials, equipment and supplies 
used in the manufacture and sale of boat 
and utility trailers, (1) between the 
facilities of Roadrunner Trailers. Inc., 
and Roadrunner Trailers of Texas, Inc., 
at or near San Dimas. CA. on the one 
hand, and, on the other. Dallas, TX. and 
(2) from the facilities of Roadrunner 
Trailers, Inc., and Roadrunner Trailers 
of Texas, Inc., at or near (a) San Dimas, 
CA. and (b) Dallas, Tx to points in the 
United States (except AK and HI), under 
continuing contract(s) with Roadninner 
Trailers. Inc., and Roadrunner Trailers 
of Texas, Inc. (Hearing site: Los Angeles, 
CA.) 

MC145360 (Sub-lOF), filed November 

15.1979. Applicant: THOM’S 
TRANSPORT COMPANY. INC.. Box 
405, Blackshear, GA 31516. 
Representative: Sol H. Proctor, 1101 
Blackstone Bldg., Jacksonville, FL 32202. 
Transporting lumber, from points in FL 
to those points in the United States in 
and east of ND. SD, NE. KS. OK. and 
TX. (Hearing site: Jacksonville. FL. or 
Atlanta, GA.) 

MC 145441 (Sub-77F), filed November 

14.1979. Applicant: A.C.B. TRUCKING. 
INC., P.O. Box 5130, North Little Rock, 
AR 72119. Representative: E. Lewis 
Coffey (same address as applicant). 
Transporting alcoholic beverages 
(except in bulk), (1) from Union City. 

CA, to points in KS, OK. TX, IL and LA. 
and (2) from Pekin. IL, to points in CA. 
(Hearing site: San Francisco. CA or 
Little Rock. AR.) 

Note.— Dual operations may be involved. 
MC 145481 (Sub-15F), filed November 

9.1979. Applicant: COYOTE TRUCK 
LINE, INC., 501 Sam Ralston Road. 
Lebanon. IN 46052. Representative: 
Steven K. Kuhlmann. 2600 Energy Center 
One, 717 17th St.. Denver, CO 80202. 
Transporting [\] playground and park 
buildings and equipment . (2) furniture 
(except household furniture), and (3) 
recreation equipment, from the facilities 
of Game Time. Inc., at or near Fort 
Payne. AL to points in AZ, CA, CO. ID, 
MT. NV, NM. OR, TX. UT. WA, WY. 

ND, SD. IA. OK. NE, and KS. (Hearing 
site: Indianapolis. IN.) 

Note.— Dual operations may be involved. 
MC 145950 (Sub-0lF), filed November 

8.1979. Applicant: BAYWOOD 
TRANSPORT. INC.. Route 6. P.O. Box 
2811, Waco. TX 76706. Representative: 

E. Stephen Heisley. 805 McLachlen Bank 
Bldg., 666 Eleventh St., N.W., 
Washington. DC 200OT. Transporting (1) 


such commodities as are dealt in by 
manufacturers and processors of paper 
and paper products, and (2) materials 
and supplies used in the manufacture of 
the commodities in (1) above (except 
commodities in bulk), between the 
plantsites of Bosie Cascade Corporation, 
at or near De Ridder and Elizabeth, LA. 
on the one hand, and, on the other, those 
points in the United States in and east of 
ND, SD. NE, CO, and NM. (Hearing site: 
Boise. IA.) 

Note.— Dual operations may ba involved. 

MC 146001 (Sub-eF), filed November 9. 
1979. Applicant: BOB MARGOSIAN, 
d.b.a. BOB MARGOSIAN TRUCKING. 
6885 Avenue 416, P.O. Box 395, Dinuba, 
CA 93618. Representative: William J. 
Monheim. P.O. Box 1756, Whittier, CA 
90609. Transporting chemicals (except in 
bulk), from points in CA to points in AZ. 
(Hearing site: Los Angeles. CA.) 

MC 146451 (Sub-9F), filed November 8, 
1979. Applicant: WHATLEY-WHITE, 
INC., 230 Ross Clark Circle, N.E., 

Dothan, AL 36302. Representative: 
William K. Martin. P.O. Box 2609. 
Montgomery, AL 36103. Transporting (1) 
furniture and furniture components, 
from the facilities used by Rebwood, 

Inc., at or near Headland, AL, to points 
in FL GA. LA. MS, AR, TX, TN. and SC 
and (2) materials, equipment, and 
supplies used in the manufacture and 
distribution of the commodities in (1) 
above, from points in GA. FL, SC, NC, 
TN, VA, MS, and AR. to the facilities 
used by Rebwood. Inc., at or near 
Headland, AL (Hearing site: 
Montgomery or Dothan. AL) 

MC 146841 (Sub-4F), filed November 9. 
1979. Applicant: DESERT FREIGHT 
LINES, INC., 1200 Valencia Ave.. Tustin, 
CA 92680. Representative: William J. 
Monheim. P.O. Box 1758. Whittier. CA 
90609. Transporting drilling tools, parts 
for drilling tools, and knocked down 
boxes, from Irvine, CA. to Denver. CO. 
and Dallas. TX. [Hearing site: Los 
Angeles. CA.) 

MC 147681 (Sub-3F), filed November 

15.1979. Applicant: HOYA EXPRESS, 
INC., P.O. Box 543. R. D. #2, West 
Middlesex, PA 18159. Representative: 
Henry M. Wick. Jr., 2310 Grant Bldg., 
Pittsburgh, PA 15219. Transporting 
petroleum and petroleum products, 
(except commodities in bulk), from 
Cleveland OH, to those points in PA on 
and east of U.S. Hwy 15 and those in N] 
on and south of NJ Hwy 33. (Hearing 
site: New York. NY. or Washington. DC.) 

MC 148190 (Sub-2F), filed November 

15.1979. Applicant: RAMSEY 
TRUCKING. INC.. 604 Hudson Drive, 
Chattanooga. TN 37405. Representative: 
H. Owen Maddux 808 Madeilan Bldg., 


Chattanooga, TN 37402. Contract 
carrier, transporting (1) broken gloss, in 
dump vehicles, from the facilities of 
Chattanooga Glass Co., at Chattanooga. 
TN. to the facilities of Chattanooga 
Glass Co., at or near Mineral Wells, MS, 
and (2) sand, in bulk, in dump vehicles, 
from points in Benton County, TN. to the 
facilities of Chattanooga Glass Co., at 
Chattanooga. TN. under continuing 
contract(s) in (1) and (2) above with 
Chattanooga Glass Co., of Chattanooga. 
TN. (Hearing site: Chattanooga, TN.) 

MC 148270 (Sub-8F). filed August 3, 
1979. Applicant: BRELAR. INC., P.O. Box 
796, Greenville. MS 387OT. 
Representative: K. Larry Stivers, 1553 
Sunridge Cove. Greenville, MS 38701. 
Transporting (1) such commodities as 
are dealt in by grocery and food 
business houses and agricultural feed 
business houses, soy products, paste, 
and flour products, and dairy based 
products, and (2) materials, equipment, 
and supplies used in the manufacture, 
sale, and distribution of the commodities 
in (1) above (except commodities in 
bulk), between the facilities used by 
Ralston Purina Company, at or near 
Oklahoma City, OK. and points in AR. 
LA. MS. TN. and TX. (Hearing site: St 
Louis. MO.) 

MC 148360 (Sub-2F). filed November 

15.1979. Applicant: PDR TRUCKING. 
INC., 6048 South York Road. Gastonia. 
NC 28052. Representative: Eric 
Meierhoefer. Suite 423,1511 K St.. N.W., 
Washington. DC 20005. Contract carrier, 
transporting ornaments and decorations. 
and materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture and sale of ornaments and 
decorations, between the facilities of 
Rauch Industries. Inc., at or near 
Gastonia. NC, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in the United States 
(except AK and HI), under continuing 
contract(s) with Rauch Industries, Inc, 
of Gastonia. NC (Hearing site: 

Charlotte, NC) 

MC 148510 (Sub-2F). filed November 1, 
1979. Applicant: THOMPSON TRUCK 
SERVICE. INC. 4714 Primm St.. St. 

Louis. MO 03116. Representative: B. W. 
LaTourette, Jr., 11 S. Meramec, Suite 
1400, St. Louis, MO 63105. Contract 
carrier, transporting such commodities 
as are dealt in by retail department 
stores, between Vandalia, IL on the one 
hand, and. on the other. St. Louis and 
points in St. Louis County. MO. under 
continuing contract(s) with P. N. Hirsch 
& Co. Stores. Inc., of St. Louis, MO. 
(Hearing site: St. Louis. MO, or 
Springfield, IL) 

MC 148630F, filed November 2.1979. 
Applicant: WINFRED RAY SCOTT, 
d.b.a. RAY SCOTT TRUCKING. 4107 
East 52nd St., Maywood, CA 9027a 
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Representative: David P. Christianson, 
707 Wilshire Blvd.. Suite 1800, Los 
Angeles. CA 90017. Contract carrier, 
transporting food and food products, 
between points in Los Angeles County, 
CA. on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in OR and WA under continuing 
contracts) with Vienna Sausage Mfg. 
Co.. California Coast Beef Processors, 
Salem Packing, and David V. Meat Co„ 
all of Los Angeles. CA. (Hearing site: 

Los Angeles. Ca.) 

MC148711 (Sub-lF). hied November 8, 
1979. Applicant: EDDIE E. KITCHENS, 
d b.t. KITCHENS TRUCKING 
COMPANY, P.O. Box 1385, Cedartown, 
CA 30125. Representative: Bruce E. 
Mitchell. Fifth Floor. Lenox Towers 
South, 3390 Peachtree Road. NJE., 

Atlanta, CA 30328. Contract carrier, 
transporting textiles and textile 
products, and materials, equipment, and 
tupplies used in the manufacture and 
distribution of textiles and textile 
products, between the facilities of The 
Hale Manufacturing Company, at or 
near Cedartown. GA on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in NC, SC, FL, 
and AL, under continuing contract(s) 
with The Hale Manufacturing Company, 
of Cedartown. GA 

MC 148661F, filed November 15,1979. 
Applicant: REICHERT ENTERPRISES, 
INC., Route 3, Box 313, Brainerd, MN 
56401. Representative: Robert P. Sack. 
P.O. Box 6010, West St Paul MN 55118. 

Transportlng passengers and their 
baggage, in charter and special 
operations, beginning and ending at 
points in Atkin, Cass. Crow Wing, 
Hubbard, Kanabec, Morrison, Pine, 

Todd, and Wadena Counties. MN. and 
extending to points in the United States 
(including AK, but excluding HI). 

(Hearing site: Si Paul. MN.) 

Volume No. 65 

Decided: Feb. 14,1980. 

By the Commission. Review Board 
Numbers. Members Parker. Forties and HllL 

MC 200 (Sub-422F). Filed November 23. 
1979. Applicant: RISS INTERNATIONAL 
CORPORATION. 903 Grand Ave., 

Kansas City. MO 64108. Representative: 
H. Lynn Davis, (same address as 
applicant). Transporting plastic bottles, 
between Franklin, IN. and Cedar Rapids. 
IA (Hearing site: Kansas City. MO.) 

200 (Sub-423F), filed November 23, 
Applicant: RISS INTERNATIONAL 
CORPORATION. 903 Grand Ave.. 

Kansas City. MO 84106. Representative: 

Lynn Davis, (same address as 
applicant). Over regular routes, 
transporting tread rubber, serving 
Muscatine, IA. as an off-route point in 
connection with applicant's regular 


route authority. (Hearing site: Kansas 
City. MO.) 

MC 531 (Sub-430F), filed November 27, 
1979. Applicant: YOUNGER 
BROTHERS, INC, 4904 Griggs Road 
(P.O. Box 14048), Houston. TX 77021. 
Representative: Wray E. Hughes (same 
address as applicant). Transporting (1) 
petroleum oil, in bulk in tank vehicles, 
from San Deigo. CA to Stoughton, WI: 
Houston TX; Atlanta. GA and 
Piscataway, NJ; and (2) liquid 
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from points in CA. to points in AZ, NM 
and TX. (Hearing site: Los Angeles. CA.) 

MC 720 (Sub-73F), filed November 28, 
1979. Applicant: BIRD TRUCKING 
COMPANY. INC, P.O. Box 227. 

Waupun, WI 53983. Representative: Tom 
Westerman (same address as applicant). 
Transporting foodstuffs, and equipment, 
materials, and supplies used in the sale 
and distribution of foodstuffs, from 
Brownsville, WI to points in WI 
restricted to shipments originating at the 
facilities of California Carmen and 
Growen at or near Brownsville. WL and 
having a subsequent movement in 
intentate or foreign commerce. (Hearing 
site: Fond du Lac or Madison. WI.) 

MC 2880 (Sub-190F). filed November 
21.1979. Applicant: NATIONAL 
FREIGHT. INC, 71 W. Park Ave.. 
Vineland, N) 06360. Representative: 

Peter). Nickles, 888 Sixteenth St. N.W., 
Washington. DC 20008. Contract carrier 
transporting general commodities 
between points in the United States 
(except AK and HI), restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at or 
destined to the facilities utilized by E. E. 
duPont de Nemours. Condition: Limited 
in point of time, to the extent the grant 
embraces explosives or other dangerous 
commodities, to a period of 5 years from 
the date of issuance of the permit 
(Hearing site: Washington. DC) 

MC 4941 (Sub-90F), filed November 27. 
1979. Applicant QUINN FREIGHT 
LINES, INC, 1093 N. Montello St, 
Brockton, MA 02403. Representative: 
Russell S. Callahan (same address as 
applicant). Transporting paper and 
paper products, plastic materials, 
furniture, and materials, equipment and 
supplies used in the manufacture and 
distribution thereof, (except 
commodities in bulk), from the facilities 
of Scott Paper Company at points in DE, 
ME. NJ. NY. OR PA and V A to points 
in CT. DE, MA MD. ME, NR NJ. NY, 

OH. PA Rl VA. VT. WV. and DC 
(Hearing site: Boston. MA or 
Washington, DC) 

MC 4941 (Sub-9lF), filed November 27, 
1979. Applicant: QUINN FREIGHT 
LINES. INC. 1093 N. Montello St„ 
Brockton. MA 02403. Representative: 


Russell S. Callahan (same address as 
applicant). Transporting household 
appliances and household appliance 
parts from the facilities of White- 
Westinghouse Appliance Co.. Division 
of White Consolidated Industries at 
Mansfield. OH to points in CT. DE, ME, 
MA NR NJ. NY. PA. RI and VT. 
(Hearing site: Boston. MA or Pittsburgh, 
PA.) 

MC 5881 (Sub-2F), filed November 27, 
1979. Applicant: UNDERFANGER 
MOVING & STORAGE, INC, White 
Oaks Business Park, 3601 West 
Mayflower Boulevard. R. H #4. 
Springfield. IL 62707. Representative: 
Douglas G. Brown. P. C. The INB 
Center—Suite 555, One North Old State 
Capitol Plaza. Springfield, IL 62701. 
Transporting used household goods from 
points in IL, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in IN. IA MO. NJ. NY and 
WL (Hearing site: St Louis, MO.) 

MC 8771 (Sub-83F). filed November 20. 
1979. Applicant S M TRANSPORT INC, 
Hemlock Bldg., 5000 Linker St„ 
Mechanicsburg. PA 17055, 
Representative: John R. Sims. Jr.. 915 
Pennsylvania Bldg.. 425 13th Street 
NW., Washington, DC 20004. 
Transporting metal cutting machinery, 
from Belvidere. IL. to points in United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii), 
(Hearing site: Washington, DC.) 

MC 48441 (Sub-55F). filed November 
28,1979. Applicant: R. M. E. INC, P.O. 
Box 418, Streator. IL 61384. 
Representative: E. Stephen Heisley, 805 
McLachlen Bank Bldg., 668 Eleventh St, 
NW„ Washington, DC 20001. 
Transporting (1 ) glasscon tamers and 
materials used in the transportation of 
glass containers (except in bulk), from 
the facilities of Thatcher Glass 
Manufacturing Co.. Division of Dart 
Industries (a) at Streator. IL. to points In 
IA MN. OR and WI; and (b) at 
Lawrenceburg. IN to points in IA. IL. KY, 
MI. MN. MO. OR and WL* and (2) 
materials and supplies used in 
packaging and distribution of glass 
containers (except in bulk), from the 
destination territories designated in (a) 
and (b) above to the origin points in (a) 
and (b) above, except the transportation 
of traffic moving from Milwaukee, WI. 
to Streator. IL (Hearing site: New York, 
NY.) 

MC 63020 (Sub-3F), filed November 28, 
1979. Applicant: JOHN HENRY MC 
LAUCHUN, D.b.a.. J. W. MC 
LAUGHUN COMPANY. 20 Progress 
Ave., Nashua, NH 03060. Representative: 
Robert J. Gallagher, 1000 Connecticut 
Ave., N.W„ Suite 1200, Washington, D.C. 
20036. Transporting household goods, as 
defined by the Commission, (1) between 
points in ME, NH. VT. MA RI. CT. and 








18174 


Federal Register / Vol. 45, No. 56 / Thursday. March 20, 1980 / Notices 


NY and (2) between points in the states 
named in (1) above, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in AL, DE FL, 
CA KY. MD. NC. OH. PA. SC TN. VA. 
WV, NJ and DC. (Hearing site: Concord 
NH.) 

MC 77001 (Sub-Z7F). filed November 

23.1979. Applicant: SHERMAN BROS., 
INC.. 29534 Airport Rd.. P.O. Box 706, 
Eugene, OR 97402. Representative: Keith 
Sherman (same address as applicant). 
Transporting iron and steel articles, 
between points in Multnomah County, 
OR. on the one hand, and on the other, 
points in WA (Hearing site: Portland or 
Eugene. OR.) 

MC 85530 (Sub-7F). filed November 27, 
1979. Applicant: BLALOCK TRUCK 
LINE. INC, P.O. Box 734, Charleston. SC 
29402. Representative: WILMER B. LOLL. 
805 McLachlen Bank Bldg., 666 Eleventh 
SL NW. Washington. DC 20001. 
Transporting [\] general commodities 
(except Classes A and B explosives, 
commodities in bulk, household goods 
as defined by the Commission, and 
commodities requiring the use of special 
equipment), restricted to the 
transportation of traffic having a prior or 
subsequent movement by water, and (2) 
empty intermoda! cargo containers . 
trailers and trailer chassis, between 
Charleston, SC Jacksonville, FL. 
Savannah. CA and Wilmington. NC 
(Hearing site: Charleston. SC Savannah. 
GA) 

MC 95540 (Sub-1142F), filed November 

23.1979. Applicant: WATKINS MOTOR 
LINES, INC. 1144 W. Griffin Rd.. P.O. 
Box 1636, Lakeland, FL 33802. 
Representative: Benjy W. Fincher (same 
address as applicant). Transporting (!) 
foodstuffs, and (2) plastic and rubber 
articles (except commodities in bulk, in 
tank vehicles) from the facilities of moss 
Laboratories at or near Columbus. OH 
to points in AL. FL, GA LA MS. NC SC 
TN and TX. (Hearing site: Columbus, 

OH or Washington. DC) 

MC 95540 (Sub-1143F), filed November 

23.1979. Applicant: WATKINS MOTOR 
LINES. INC, 1144 W. Griffin RD. P.O. 
Box 1636, Lakeland FL 33802. 
Representative: Benjy W. Fincher (same 
address as applicant). Transporting anti 
freeze and lubricants between points in 
MN, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the United States (except AK 
and HI). (Hearing site: St. Paul. MN or 
Washington. DC) 

MC 105461 (Sub-115F), filed November 

21.1979. Applicant: HERR S MOTOR 
EXPRESS. INC.. P.O. Box 8. QuarryvUle, 
PA 17566. Representative: Robert R. 

Herr (same address as applicant). 
Transporting (1) paper and paper 
products (2) plastic and plastic products 
and (3) chemicals , and (4) materials. 


equipment and supplies used in the 
manufacture and distribution of the 
commodities named In (1), (2) and (3) 
above (except commodities in bulk), 
between the facilities of Union Camp 
Corporation, on the one hand and on 
the other, points in PA NY. NJ. DE. MD. 
ME. NH, VT. CT, MA. RJ. OH, VA WV. 
and DC (Hearing site: Washington. DC 
or Philadelphia. PA) 

MC 114211 (Sub-426F), filed November 

28.1979. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT. INC, P.O. Box 420. 
Waterloo, LA 50704. Representative: 

Kurt E Vragel, Jr. (same address as 
applicant). Transporting wooden and 
plastic articles, from Middlebury. IN, to 
points in the United States (except AK 
and HI). (Hearing site: South Bend or 
Elkhart IN.) 

MC 117730 (Sub-4lF), filed November 
23, 1979. Applicant: STAFFORD 
TRUCKING. INC, 2155 Hollyhock Lane. 
Elm Grove, W1 53122. Representative: 
Richard A Westiey. 4506 Regent St, 
Suite 100, Madison, WI53705. 
Transporting spent brewer's grains from 
the facilities of G. Heilman Brewing 
Company at LaCrosse. WI. to points in 
IL, IA. and MN. (Hearing site: 
Milwaukee. WI or Minneapolis. MN.) 

MC 117940 (Sub-359F), filed November 

27.1979. Applicant: NATIONWIDE 
CARRIERS, INC, P.O. Box 104. Maple 
Plain, MN 55359. Representative: Allan 
L Timmerman, 5300 Highway 12, Maple 
Plain, MN 55359. Transporting 
Foodstuffs (1) from the facilities of 
United Shippers Association, Inc, at St. 
Louis, MO. to points in AL, CA. CO. CT. 
FL. GA KS, LA MD. MA, MN. MJ. NY. 
NC OR. PA TX, UT. VA. WA and DC 
and (2) from points in CA NJ. and NY to 
the facilities of United Shippers 
Association, Inc. at St. Louis, MO. 
(Hearing site: St. Louis. MO.) 

MC 118831 (Sub-189F). filed November 

23.1979. Applicant: CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT, INCORPORATED. P.O. 
Box 7007. High Point NC 27264. 
Representative: Ben H. Keller. Ill (same 
address as applicant). Transporting 
liquid chemicals (in bulk, in tank 
vehicles) from the facilities of Monsanto 
Co. at or near Chocolate Bayou, Texas 
City, and Houston. TX. to points in the 
United States in and east of LA AK, 

MO. IA and MN. (Hearing site: 
Washington. DC or St. Louis, MO.) 

MC 119741 (Sub-244F). fil ed N ovember 

20.1979. Applicant: GREEN FIELD 
TRANSPORT COMPANY. INC. 1515 
Third Ave., N.W., P.O. Box 1235, Fort 
Dodge, IA 50501. Representative: D. L. 
Robson (same address as applicant). 
Transporting foodstuffs, from Terre 
Haute, IN. and Reading, PA to the 
facilities of Bachman Foods. Inc., at or 


near Omaha. NE (Hearing file: Omaha. 
NE.) 

MC 120910 (Sub-38F). filed November 

27.1979. Applicant: SERVICE EXPRESS. 
INC.. P.O. Box 1009, Tuscaloosa. AL 
35401. Representative: Richard Davis 
(same address as applicant). 
Transporting construction materials and 
oil and chemical absorbent materials, 
between the facilities of LD.T. 
Corporation at or near Summerville. SC, 
on the one hand. and. on the other, 
points in the United States in and east of 
WI. IL, MO. AR, and LA (Hearing site: 
Charleston, SC or Birmingham. AL) 

MC 128030 (Sub-130F). filed November 

28.1979. Applicant: THE STOUT 
TRUCKING CO„ INC, P.O. Box 90, 
Urbana. IL 61801. Representative: James 
R. Madler, 120 W. Madison St, Chicago, 
IL 60602. Transporting (1) brooms, and 
(2) materials, equipment and supplies 
used in the manufacture and distribution 
of brooms (except in bulk), between 
Areola. IL. on the one hand. end. on the 
other, points in the United States 
(except AK and HI). (Hearing site: 
Chicago, IL.) 

MC 128951 (Sub-33F). filed November 

23.1979. Applicant: ROBERT H. 
DITTRICH. d.b.a. BOB DITTRICH 
TRUCKING, 1000 N. Front SL, New Ulm, 
MN 56073. Representative: Rodney H. 
Jeffery (same address ss applicant). 
Transporting regetable meals and 
blends, from Riverside. ND to points in 
the United States (except AK and HI). 
(Hearing site: Minneapolis. MN or St 
Paul. MN.) 

MC 133420 (Sub-3F), filed November 
2a 1979. Applicant TRI-STATE 
TRANSPORT. INC, P.O. Box 2168, Long 
Beach. CA 90408. Representative: 
William J. Lippman. Suite 33a Steele 
Park, 50 South Steele St.. Denver, CO 
80200. Transporting (1) non-flammable 
gas and freon, in cylinders and (2) 
empty cylinders; (1) from Philadelphia, 
PA to Ogden, UT. Irvine and Los 
Angeles. CA and (2) from Los Angeles. 
CA to Philadelphia, PA (Hearing site: 
Los Angeles, CA) 

MC 134501 (Sub-71F), filed November 

23.1979. Applicant: INCORPORATED 
CARRIERS. LTD., P.O. Box 3128, Irving. 
TX 75061. Representative: T. M. Brown. 
P.O. Box 1540, Edmond, OK 73034. 
Transporting (1) new furniture, from 
Auburn, AL, to points in MO, ML IL. IN. 
OH. PA. NJ. NY, CT, RL MA. VT. NH. 
ME. DE DC, MD, WV. VA KY. TN 
(except Shelby County). NC SC GA, FL, 
MS. LA and TX (except points on. 
north, and west of a line beginning at 
the AR-TX State Line and extending 
along U.S. Hwy 67 to Dallas. TX. then 
along Interstate Hwy 35E to Waco, TX, 
then along U.S. Hwy 81 to Junction U.S- 
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Hwy 84, then along U.S. Hwy 84. to 
junction U.S. Hwy 67, then along U.S. 
Hwy 07 to junction U.S. Hwy 290, then 
along U.S. 290 to junction U.S. Hwy 80, 
then along U.S. Hwy 80 to junction with 
the TX/NM State Line); and (2) Fixtures, 
from Auburn, AL to points in the United 
States (except AK and HI). (Hearing 
site: Montgomery, AL or Dallas. TX.) 

MC 135070 (Sub-124F), filed November 

23.1979. Applicant: JAY LINES, INC„ 

P.O. Box 3018a Amarillo, TX 7912a 
Representative: Gailyn L Larsen, P.O. 
Box 82816. Lincoln, NE 68501. 
Transporting: (1) Plastic film. (2) plastic 
sheeting. (3) plastic articles . and (4) 
chemicals , and (5) equipment, materials 
and supplies used in the manufacture 
end distribution of commodities named 
in (1), (2), (3). (4) and (5) above, thereof, 
between points in CA. CO, FL GA. IL 
LA. MD. MA. MN. MS, NJ, NY. NO OH, 
PA. TX. VA. and WA. on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in the United 
States (except AK and HI), restricted to 
traffic originating at or destined to the 
facilities of Borden Chemical Co.. 
Division of Borden. Inc. (Hearing site: 
Boston, MA. or Dallas. TX.) 

Note.—Duel Operations may be involved. 

MC 135070 (Sub-125F). filed November 

20.1979. Applicant: JAY LINES, INC. 

P.O. Box 3018a Amarillo. TX 79120. 
Representative: Gailyn L Larsen. P.O. 
Box 82810, Lincoln, NE 68501. 
Transporting: (1) Chemicals, (2) plastic 
materials , (3) plastic products, and (4) 
equipment materials, and supplies used 
in the manufacture and distribution of 
commodities named in (1), (2), (3) and (4) 
above, between points in the United 
States (except AK and HI), restricted to 
the transportation of traffic originating 
at or destined to the facilities of Amoco 
Chemicals Corporation. (Hearing site: 
Chicago. IL or Dallas, TX.) 

Not®.—Dual Operations may be involved. 

MC 135070 (Sub-126F), filed November 

20.1979. Applicant: JAY LINES, INC, 

P.O. Box 30180, Amarillo, TX 79120. 
Representative: Gailyn L Larsen, P.O. 
Box 82818. Lincoln. NE 68501. 

I runsporting meats, meat products and 
meat byproducts, and articles 
distributed by meat packinghouses . as 
described in Sections A and C of 
Appendix I to the report in Descriptions 
in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C 
209 and 766, (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), from the facilities 
of Farmland Foods. Inc., at (a) Carroll 
Denison, Iowa Palls. Sioux City. Des 
Moines and Ft Dodge. IA. and (b) Crete, 
Lincoln and Omaha, NE, to points in the 
United States in and east of MT. WY. 

CO. and NM. (Hearing site: Omaha. NE, 
or Dallas. TX.) 

Not®.—Dual Operations may be involved. 


MC 136511 (Sub-90F), filed November 

27.1979. Applicant VIRGINIA 
APPALACHIAN LUMBER 
CORPORATION, 9040 Timberlake R. 
Lynchburg, VA 2350(2. Representative: E. 
STEPHEN HEISLEY, 805 McLachlen 
Bank Blodg., 666 Eleventh Street NW., 
Washington. DC 20001. Transporting (1) 
foodstuffs and (2) materials and 
supplies used in the production or 
distribution of foodstuffs, between 
Turkey, NG on the one hand, and. on 
the other, points in the United States 
(except AK and HI). (Hearing site: 
Chicago, IL.) 

MC 138420 (Sub-44F), filed November 

23.1979. Applicant: CH1ZEK 
ELEVATOR & TRANSPORT. INC. 

Route 1. P.O. Box 147, Cleveland. W1 
53063. Representative: Wayne W. 
Wilson. 150 East Gilman St.. Madison. 
WI 53703. Transporting canned goods 
and prepared foodstuffs from the 
facilities of Lakeside Packing Company 
at or near Plainview, MN to points in LL 
and MO. (Hearing site: Madison. WI or 
Manitowoc, WL) 

MC 138471 (Sub-10F), filed November 

27.1979. Applicant: LEONARD 
TRUCKING, INC. 707 Colorado Street 
Kelso. WA 98628. Representative: David 
C White. 2400 SW Fourth Ave., 

Portland. OR 97201. Transporting 
canned goods, from points in CA. to 
Vancouver. WA. (Hearing site: 
Vancouver, WA.) 

MC 141061 (Sub-2F), filed November 

28.1979. Applicant: J. B. DAVENPORT. 
d.b.a. Davenport Wrecking Service, 190 
Eastman Road. Memphis, TN 38109. 
Representative: William R. Swain. Jr„ 
208 Poplar Avenue, Memphis, TN 38103. 
Transporting (1) wrecked or disabled 
motor vehicles and trailers (except 
trailers designed to be drawn by 
passenger automobiles) and (2) 
replacment vehicles, between points in 
Shelby County, TN. on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in AL, AR. KY, 
LA. MO. MS. TX and TN. (Hearing site: 
Memphis. TN.) 

MC 142971 (Sub-3F), filed November 

23.1979. Applicant: F & W TRANSPORT 
CO., INC, P.O. Box 389, Camden NJ 
08101. Representative: Robert B. Pepper, 
168 Woodbridge Avenue, Highland Park* 
NJ 06904. Contract carrier transporting 
wooden and plastic cabinets, and 
materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture, sale and installation 
thereof (except in bulk) between 
Lakewood, NJ, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points In VA. and WV, under 
a continuing contract(s) with Excel 
Wood Products Co., Inc., of Lakewood, 
NJ. (Hearing site: Philadelphia. PA.) 

MC 143351 (Sub-3F), filed November 

21.1979. Applicant: DANTRAC. INC* 


P.O. Box 5163. Station B. Greenville, SC 
29606. Representative: George W. Clapp, 
P.O. Box 63a Taylors, SC 29687. 
Contract carrier transporting synthetic 
chips, fiber, non-woven fabrics, pellets 
and yam, (except commodities in bulk), 
from the facilities of Phillips Fibers 
Corporation at or near Seneca. 
Spartanburg and Startex, SC to points 
in AZ, CA, NM, and TX, under a 
continuing contract(s) with Phillips 
Fibers Corporation. (Hearing site: 
Greenville, SC.) 

MC 143471 (Sub-20F), filed November 

27.1979. Applicant: DAKOTA PACIFIC 
TRANSPORT. INC. 308 West Blvd., 
Rapid City. SD 57701. Representative: J. 
Maurice Andren, 1734 Sheridan Lake 
Rd., Rapid City. SD 57701. Contract 
carrier transporting lumber, lumber 
products and mill work, from the 
facilities of Midwestern Forest Products 
at Rapid City. SD. to points in CO. IL 
IA. KS, MN. MO. NE. ND, WL and WY. 
under a continuing contract(s) with 
Midwestern Forest Products. (Hearing 
site: Rapid City, SD.) 

MC 143651 (Sub-13F). filed November 

20.1979. Applicant: BLACKHAWK 
EXPRESS. INC. P.O. Box 1. Wall Lake. 
LA 51466. Representative: Kenneth F. 
Dudley, 1501 East Main Street, P.O. Box 
279. Ottumwa, LA 52501. Transporting 
clay, (except in buik), from Ochlocknee. 
GA. and Ripley. MS. to points in LA, IL, 
IN. KS. MN, MO. NE, OK and WI. 
(Hearing site: Chicago, IL) 

MC 144821 (Sub-3F), filed November 

20.1979. Applicant: FREEDOM 
FREIGHTWAYS, INC. P.O. Box 5850. 

St. Louis. MO 63134. Representative: 
Ernest A. Brooks II, 1301 Ambassador 
Bldg.. SL Louis, MO 63101. Transporting 
petroleum and petroleum products, 
vehicle body sealer, sound deadening 
compounds (except in bulk), and filters. 
from Buffalo and North Tonawanda, NY. 
North Warren, Kimberton. New 
Kensington. Emlenton, Fanners Volley 
and Bakerstown. PA, Kansas City. KS, 
Congo and St. Marys, WV, Vicksburg. 
MS. Garland. TX. Portland. OR, and Los 
Angeles, CA, to points in the United 
States (except AK and HI). (Hearing 
site: St. Louis. MO.) 

MC 144931 (Sub-2F). filed November 

20,1979. Applicant: MID-FLA 
HAULING. INC, State Road 121. P.O. 
Box 367, Worthington Springs. FL 32897. 
Representative: Dan R. Schwartz, 1729 
Gulf Life Tower, Jacksonville, FL 32207. 
Transporting road building and 
construction aggregates from points In 
FL to points in GA. (Hearing site: 
Tallahassee or Jacksonville, FL) 

MC 145031 (Sub-2F), filed November 

20, 1979. Applicant: DANNY 
COCKERELL D 8 M Trucking, P.O. Box 
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341. Clay City. IL 62824. Representative: 
Danny Cockerell (same as applicant). 
Transporting confectionery products 
(except commodities in bulk) from 
Bryan. OH to points in the United States 
(except AX and HI) under continuing 
contract(s) with Spangler Candy 
Company. (Hearing site: Toledo, OH.) 

MC 145950 (Sub-64F). filed November 

28.1979. Applicant: BAYWOOD 
TRANSPORT, INC. Route 6, P.O. Box 
2811, Waco. TX 76708. Representative: 

E. Stephen Heisley. 805 McLachlen Bank 
Bldg., 666 Eleventh Street, NW, 
Washington. DC 20001. Transporting (1) 
bakery ingredients, bread base material, 
arid bread flours (except in bulk), and 
(2) materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture, and distribution of the 
commodities in (1) above (except in 
bulk), between the facilities of Feuer 
Food Products. Inc., at or near Oak 
Creek. Wl, on the one hand. and. on the 
other, points in TX. (Hearing site: 
Chicago, LL) 

MC 146111 (Sub-2F). filed November 
2a 1979. Applicant: INDUSTRIAL 
TRANSPORT. INC.. 11910 Harvard Ave., 
Cleveland. OH 4410>. Representative: 
Brian Sl Stern. 2425 Wilson Boulevard. 
Suite 367. Arlington, VA 22201. 
Transporting: (1) foodstuffs (except in 
bulk), and (2) animal foods, in 
containers, from the facilities of 
Campbell Soup Company at or near 
Napoleon, OH, to points in IL IN. KY. 
MI. MD. NC, N). NY, PA SC VA WV. 
and DC. restricted to the transportation 
of traffic originating at the named 
origins and destined to the named 
destinations. (Hearing site: Toledo, OH; 
Cleveland, OH.) 

MC 147831 (Sub-8F). filed November 

29.1979. Applicant: CENTRAL STATES 
EXPRESS. INC, P.O. Box 2464, Jackson. 
TN 38301. Representative: Abraham A. 
Diamond. 29 South La Salle St. Chicago, 
IL 60603. Transporting (1) Electrical 
apparatus; and (2) Materials, equipment, 
and supplies used in the manufacture 
and distribution of the commodities 
named in (1), between the facilities of 
Switches, a Division of Dura 
Corporation, at or near Humboldt, TN.* 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in IL, IN. CA FL and TX. 
(Hearing site: Jackson. TN.) 

MC 148030 (Sub-2F), filed November 

23.1979. Applicant: RAYMOND 
LUMBER AND SUPPLY COMPANY. 
INC. P.O. Box 42a Raymond. MS 39154. 
Representative: Donald B. Morrison. 

P.O. Box 2262a Jackson, MS 39205. 
Contract carrier transporting (1) Kitchen 
cabinets, picture and mirror frames and 
moldings from North Carrollton, MS to 
points in AJU AR. FL. GA. KS. KY. LA, 
MO. NC OK, SC TN. and TX; and (2) 


materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture of the commodities named 
in (1) above (except commodities in 
bulk), in the reverse direction, under a 
continuing contract(s) with Carrollton 
Manufacturing Co„ Inc. (Hearing site: 
Jackson. MS or Washington. D.C) 

MC 148031 (Sub-3F), filed November 

21.1979. Applicant: G. W. CONTRACT 
TRUCK HAULERS, INC.. 1271 Tacoma 
Dr.. Atlanta, GA 303ia Representative; 
Mark S. Gray. P.O. Box 56387, Atlanta. 
GA 30343. Contract carrier transporting 
(1) charcoal, charcoal briquettes and (2) 
materials , equipment and supplies used 
in the manufacture and distribution of 
such commodities (except commodities 
in bulk. In tank vehicles) between points 
in the United States in and east of TX. 
AR. MO, IL, and WI. restricted to traffic 
originating at or destined to the facilities 
utilized by Husky Industries. Inc., under 
continuing contract(s) with Husky 
Industries, Inc, (Hearing site: Atlanta. 
GA) 

MC 148180 (Sub-2F). filed August 30, 
1979. Applicant; SATELLITE 
TRANSPORT. INC, P.O. Box 207. Flora. 
Indiana 46929. Representative: Robert 
W. Loser U, 1101 Chamber of Commerce 
Bldg., Indianapolis, Indiana 46204. 
Transporting feed and feed ingredients, 
animal health aids and sanitation 
products (except liquid bulk 
commodities in tank vehicles), between 
points in IL IN. KY, ML OH. IA. WI. MI 
and TN. (Hearing site: Indianapolis, IN 
or Chicago. IL) 

Note.—Dual operations may be involved 

MC 148381 (Sub-5 F), filed November 

27.1979. Applicant: PETER HOLMAN 
TRUCKING, INCORPORATED. 3504 S. 
Federal Highway. Fort Pierce, FL 33450. 
Representative: Dwight L Koerber. Jr., 
805 McLachlen Bank Bldg., 866 Eleventh 
Street. N.W., Washington, D.C. 20001. 
Contract carrier, transporting (1 ]such 
commodities as are dealt in or used by 
the auto body repair industry, (2) 
materials and supplies used in the 
production of the commodities listed in 
(1) above (except commodities in bulk), 
between the facilities of Dynatron/ 
Bondo Corporation, at or near Atlanta. 
CA on the one hand, and. on the other, 
points in the United States (except AK 
and HI). (Hearing site: Miami, Florida.) 

MC 148581 (Sub-lF), filed October 9. 
1979. Applicant: JOSEPH RUFFIN d.b.a~ 
RUFFIN'S MOTOR FREIGHT. 3033 
South 63rd SL Philadelphia. PA 19153. 
Representative: Brian S. Stem. 2425 
Wilson Blvd. #327. Arlington. VA 22201. 
Transporting aluminum and aluminum 
articles from the facilities of Kaiser 
Aluminum & Chemical Corporation at or 
near Ravens wood. WV, to points in AL 


AR, CT, DE, FL CA IL IN. IA KY. LA. 
ME. MD. MA. MI. MN, MS. MO, NH, NJ. 
NY. NC OH. PA. RL SC TN. TX. VT, 

VA, WV. WL and DC. (Hearing site: 
Parkersburg, WV or Washington. DC.) 
MC 148730 (Sub~2F). filed November 

27.1979. Applicant: THE CANDY 
EXPRESS, INC, 1000 East Gregory, N. 
Little Rock. AR 72114. Representative: 
Harry E. McDermott, Jr., 700 Union Life 
Bldg., Little Rock. AR 72201. 

Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives) 
moving in vehicles equipped with 
mechanical refrigeration, from Little 
Rock. AR to points in AR. restricted to 
the transportation of traffic having a 
prior movement in interstate or foreign 
commerce. (Hearing site: Little Rock, 
AR.) 

MC 148751 (Sub-lF), filed November 

23.1979. Applicant: LINCOLN FREIGHT 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 42a Lapel. IN 
46051. Representative: Norman R. 
Garvin, 1301 Merchants Plaza, 
Indianapolis. IN 46204. Transporting (1) 
printed matter and material and 
equipment and supplies, used in the 
manufacture and sale of printed matter 
(except commodities in bulk), between 
the facilities of Rand McNally & 
Company at or near Chicago. IL 
Hammond and Indianapolis, IN; 
Lexington and Versailles. KY; Nashville, 
TN; Ossining. NY; and Taunton, MA; 
and points in the United States (except 
AK and HI), restricted to traffic 
originating at or destined to the facilities 
of Rand McNally & Company. (Hearing 
site: Indianapolis, IN or Chicago, IL) 

Note.—Dual operations may be Involved. 

MC 146960F, filed November 23,1979. 
Applicant: ROBERT C. STOKES. db.a. 
STOKES TRUCKING. 35 W 160 
Butterfield Rd, Batavia, IL 60510. 
Representative: Albert A. Andrin, 180 
North La Salle St, Chicago, IL 60601. 
Transporting (1) wooden crating, from 
the facilities of Aurora Container Corp. 
at Aurora. IL to points in Wl, MI and IN: 
and (2) dairy milking equipment and 
parts and accessories thereof, from the 
facilities of Dairy Equipment Company 
at Madison, Wl to points in IL Ml and 
IN. (Hearing site: Chicago, IL) 

Volume No. 66 

Decided: February 14.1980 

By the Commission, Review Board 
Number 3, members Parker, Fortier and 
Hill 

MC 200 (Sub-412F). filed November 14. 
1979. Applicant: R1SS INTERNATIONAL 
CORPORATION. 903 Grand Ave., 
Kansas City. MO 64106. Representative: 
H. Lynn Davis (same address as 
applicant). Transporting books, between 
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Crawfordsville, IN and Houston. 'DC 
(Hearing site: Kansas City. MO.) 

MC 200 (Sub-413F)* filed November 14. 
1979. Applicant: RISS INTERNATIONAL 
CORPORATION. 903 Grand Ave^ 

Kansas City. MO 64106. Representative: 
H. Lynn Davis (same address as 
applicant). Transporting meats . meat 
products, meat byproducts and articles 
distributed by meat-packinghouses as 
described in sections A and C of 
Appendix I to the report in Descriptions 
in Motor Carrier Certificates . 61 M.GG 
209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), from the facilities 
of Wilson Foods Corp. at LogansporL IN 
to points in TX. restricted to traffic 
originating at the named origin and 
destined to the indicated destinations. 
(Hearing site: Kansas City. MO.) 

MC 200 (Sub-414F), filed November 14. 
1979. Applicant RISS INTERNATIONAL 
CORPORATION. 903 Grand Ava* 

Kansas City. MO 64106. Representative: 
H. Lynn Davis (same address as 
applicant). Transporting (1) lumber and 

(2) building materials (except lumber) 
between points in TX and points in AJ¬ 
AR. IL KS, LA. MO. NG NML OK. and 
IN. (Hearing site: Kansas City. MO.) 

MC 730 (Sub-48lF), filed November 13. 
1979. Applicant PACIFIC 
INTERMOUNTAIN EXPRESS CO. a 
corporation. 25 North Via Monte. 

Walnut Creek. CA 9459a 
Representative: R. N. Cooledge (same 
address as applicant) Transporting 
liquid chemicals, in bulk, in tank 
v ehicles from the facilities of Monsanto 
Co. at or near Houston. Texas City, and 
Chocolate Bayou. TX to those points in 
the United States in and east of LA. AR, 
MO. IA and MN. (Hearing site: Dallas or 
Houston. TX.) 

MC 730 (Sub-462F), filed November 16. 
1 979. A pplicant: PACIFIC 
INTERMOUNTAIN EXPRESS CO., a 
rorporation. P.O. Box 8004. Walnut 
Creek. CA 94598. Representative: R. N. 
Cooledge. P.O, Box 6004. Walnut Creek. 
CA 94506. Transporting petroleum 
products, in bulk, in tank vehicles. ( 1 ) 
from Portland. Linnton. and Willbridge, 
OR. to points in Washington. ( 2 ) from 
Edmonds. Richmond Beach, and 
! acoraa. WA to points in Oregon, and 

(3) from Seattle, Tacoma. Edmonds, and 
Richmond Beach, WA to points in Idaho 
north of the southern boundary of Idaho 
County. (Hearing site. Portland. OR or 
San Francisco. CA.) 

MC 4941 (Sub-79F), filed November 5 , 
1979. Applicant: QUINN FREIGHT 
11NES, ING, 1083 North Montollo Street, 
Brockton, MA 02403. Representative: 
Russell S. Callahan (same as applicant). 

] sporting paper and paper product 
from the facilities of Lincoln Pulp & 


Paper Co.. Inc at Lincoln. ME to points 
in FL CA. IU IN, KY. Ml. MO, NG OH. 
VA and Wl. (Hearing site: Boston, MA 
or Washington. DC.) 

MC 4941 (Sub-60F% filed November 5, 
1979. Applicant: QUINN FREIGHT 
LINES, INC., 1093 North Montello Street, 
Brockton. MA 02403. Representative: 
Russell S. Callahan (same as applicant). 
Transporting iron and steel articles (1) 
from the facilities of Elwin G. Smith 
Div., Cyclops Corporation at Heidelberg, 
PA to points In 0- IN, ML NG NY, OR 
SC. VA and WV. (2) from points in OH 
to the facilities of Elwin G. Smith Div., 
Cyclops Corporation. Heidelberg. PA. 
(Hearing site: Boston, MA or Pittsburgh, 
PA.) 

MC 4941 (Sub-6lF). filed November 5, 
1979. Applicant: QUINN FREIGHT 
LINES, ING. 1093 North Montello Street 
Brockton. MA 02403. Representative: 
Russell S. Callahan (same as applicant). 
Transporting (1) electrical equipment, 
machinery and hand truck parts, (2) 
accessories and parts for the 
commodities in (1) above, and (3) 
materials, equipment and supplies used 
in the manufacture and distribution of 
the commodities named inflj and (2) 
above, from the facilities of The Lincoln 
Electric Company at Cleveland and 
Mentor. OH to points in CT. ME, MD. 
MA. N], NY. PA and RL (Hearing site: 
Boston. MA or Washington. DG) 

MC 4941 (Sub-aoF). filed November 9. 
1979. Applicant: QUINN FREIGHT 
LINES, ING, 1093 North Montello Street. 
Brockton, MA 02403. Representative: 
Russell S. Callahan (same as applicant). 
Transporting (1) brass articles from the 
facilities of Century Brass Products, Inc^ 
at New Milford and Waterbury, CT to 
points in IU LN, MI. NY. OR PA, VA 
and WV; and (2) Scrap Brass in the 
reverse direction. (Hearing site: Boston. 
MA or Washington. DG) 

MC 5470 (Sub-206F), filed November 2, 
1979. Applicant: TAJON. ING. RXL 5, 
Mercer, PA 16137. Represents tive: Brian 
L Tratano, 918-16th Street. N.W.. 
Washington. D.G 20006. Transporting (1) 
Alloys, ores, and metals, in dump 
vehicles, (a) from Niagara Falls, NY to 
points in DE, ME. NG SG VA and those 
points in the U.S. in and west of MN. 1A. 
NE, KS, OK. and TX (except AK and HI), 
(b) from Calvert City, KY to points in 
AZ, CA. CO, ID. IA. MN. MT. NE. NV. 
NM. ND. OR. SD, UT. VA. WA, WI. and 
WY and (2) materials and supplies used 
in the manufacture of alloys and metals, 
in dump vehicles, in the reverse 
direction of the respective authority in 
parts (1) (a) and (b) above. (Hearing site: 
Washington, DC or Buffalo. NY.) 

MC 5470 (Sub-208F). filed November 2, 
1979. Applicant: TAJON. ING, R.D. 5, 


Mercer, PA 16137. Representative: Brian 
L Trornno. 918 16th Street, N.W„ 
Washington. D.C. 20006. Transporting 
decorative stone and landscaping 
materials, in dump vehicles, between 
points in the U.S. (except AK and HI). 
(Hearing site: Washington. DC or 
Chicago, IU) 

MC 5470 (Sub-209F), filed November 1. 
1979, Applicant: TAJON. ING, RJ3. 5, 
Mercer. PA 16137. Representative: Brian 
U Troiano. 918 16th Street, N.W- 
Washington. D.G 20006. Transporting 
gypsum, gypsum products, and building 
materials; and materials equipment and 
supplies used in the manufacture, 
installation, and distribution of gypsum, 
gypsum products and building 
materials, between points in the United 
States (except AK and HI), restricted to 
traffic originating at or destined to the 
facilities of Georgia-Pacific Corporation- 
Gypsum Division. (Hearing site: 
Washington. D.G or Philadelphia, PA.) 

MC 11220 (Sub-16lF) filed November 

1.1979. Applicant: GORDONS 
TRANSPORTS. ING, 185 West 
McLemore Ave., Memphis, TN 3810L 
Representative: James J. Ernigh. P.O. Box 
59, Memphis. TN 38101. Over regular 
routes, transporting: general 
commodities, (except those of unusual 
value, Classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment) 
serving Corinth, MS as an intermediate 
point in connection with carrier's 
authorized regular route operations 
between Memphis, TN and Huntsville. 
AL as authorized under MC-11220. Sub- 
67. Restriction: Service at Corinth. MS is 
restricted against the transportation of 
shipments originating at destined to. or 
interlined with other carriers at 
Memphis. TN and Athens, AL (Hearing 
site: Washington. DG) 

MC 18831 (Sub-32F). filed November 

13.1979. Applicant: MID SEVEN 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a 
corporation. 2323 Delaware Ave., Des 
Moines. IA 50317. Representative: 
William U Fairbanks 1960 Financial 
Center, Des Moines, IA 50309. (1) 
irrigation systems and agricultural 
equipment, and (2) parts, materials, and 
supplies used in the manufacture 
thereof, between the facilities of Olson 
Bros. Manufacturing Company, Intu at 
or near Atkinson. NE. on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in IL IN. IA, 

KY. MI. MN. MO. OR and WL 
restricted to traffic originating at or 
destined to the named origins. (Hearing 
site: Omaha, NE.) 

MC 18121 (Sub-30F), filed November 6, 
1979. Applicant: ADVANCE 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. P.O. 
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Box 719, Milwaukee, WI 53201. 
Representative: Michael J. Wyngaard, 
150 East Gilman St.. Madison, WI 53703. 
Transporting over regular routes. 
general commodities, (except those of 
unusual value, classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment). (1) between Rockford, IL 
and Portage, WI. over U.S. Hwy 51. 
serving the intermediate points of Beloit, 
Janesville, Edgerton, Madison. Arlington 
and Poynette: (2) between Beloit and 
Milwaukee, WI. over U.S, Hwy 15, 
serving all intermediate points: (3) 
between Harvard and Janesville. WI, 
over U.S. Hwy 14. serving all 
intermediate points: (4) between 
Richmond and Madison. WI. over U.S. 
Hwy 12, serving all intermediate points; 
(5) between Janesville and Racine. WL 
over U.S. Hwy 11. serving all 
intermediate points; (6) between Lake 
Geneva and Milwaukee. WL over WI 
Hwy 36, serving all intermediate points; 
(7) between North Chicago. IL and 
Milwaukee, WI. from North Chicago 
over IL Hwy 131 to Jet IL Hwy 173 to the 
WML state line, then over WI Hwy 32 
from the WML state line to Milwaukee 
and return over the same route, serving 
all intermediate points; (8) between 
Racine and Whitewater, WL over WI 
Hwy 20, serving all intermediate points; 
(9) between Milwaukee and Madison, 
WI. over U.S. Hwy 18, serving all 
intermediate points; (10) between 
Madison and Milwaukee, WL over 
Interstate Hwy 94 serving all 
intermediate points; (11) between 
Shorewood and Portage. WL from 
Shorewood over WI Hwy 190 to 
Pewaukee, WI. then over U.S. Hwy 10 to 
Portage, WI and return over the same 
route serving all intermediate points; 

(12) between Watertown and Madison. 
WI. over WI Hwy 19, serving all 
intermediate points; (13) between 
Grafton and Arlington. WI, over WI 
Hwy 60, serving all intermediate points; 
(14) between Port Washington and 
Beaver Dam, WI, over WI Hwy 33, 
serving all intermediate points; (15) 
between Milwaukee and Manitowoc, 

WI, over M3, serv ing all intermediate 
points; (16) between Green Bay and 
Milwaukee, WL over WI Hwy 57, 
serving all intermediate points. (17) 
between Sheboygan and Plymouth, WL 
over WI Hwy 23, serving all 
intermediate points; (18) between 
Oconomowoc and Mayville, WL over 
WI Hwy 67, serving all intermediate 
points; (19) between Fort Atkinson, WI 
and Jet. WI Hwy 33 and WI Hwy 26. 
serving all intermediate points; (20) 
between Kenosha and Burlington, WL 


from Kenosha over WI Hwy 50 to Jet. 

WI Hwy 83. then over WI 83 to 
Burlington and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points. 
Service in connection with Route (1) 
through (20) is authorized to ail points in 
Kenosha, Racine, Walworth. Jefferson, 
Waukesha, Dodge. Washington and 
Ozaukee Counties in connection with 
carrier's regular route operations. 
(Hearing site: Milwaukee, WI). 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack. 

MC 19260 (Sub-4F). filed November 17, 
1979. Applicant: SHALLCROSS 
EXPRESS, INC., Springfield Road, 
Kenilworth. NJ 07003. Representative; 
Morton E. Kiel, Suite 1832, 2 World 
Trade Center, New York. NY 10048. 
Transporting general commodities . 
(except those of unusual value, 
dangerous explosives, household goods 
as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk and those requiring 
special equipment), between the 
terminal of Shalicross Express. Ino, at 
Kenilworth. NJ, on the one hand. and. on 
the other, points in NJ. (Hearing site: 
Newark. NJ.) 

Note.—Applicant proposes to tack its 
present regular route and irregular route 
authority at Kenilworth (Union County), NJ 
with the authority sought herein to serve 
points in Hudson. Somerset. Essex. Union, 
Middlesex Morris. Bergen. Passaic, 
Monmouth. Ocean and Mercer Counties, NJ, 
and points in NY. NJ, and CT within 25 miles 
of New York. NY. on the one hand and on 
the other, points in NJ. 

MC 29790{Sub-12F). filed November 1, 
1979. Applicant; HILL BROTHERS 
TRUCKING CO.. INC., State SL and 
River Rd.. Camden, NJ 08105. 
Representative: Alan Kahn. 1920 Two 
Penn Center Plaza. Philadelphia. PA 
19102. Transporting gypsum products 
and roofing and building materials . and 
materials , equipment and supplies used 
in or incidental to the manufacture, 
installation and distribution of Gypsum 
products and roofing and building 
materials (except commodities in bulk), 
between the facilities of Georgia-Pacific 
Corporation at or near (1) Akron and 
Buchanan. NY. (2) Milford VA. (3) 
Quakertown. PA. and (4) Wilmington, 
DE, on the one hand, and. on the other, 
points in the United States east of the 
western borders of OH, KY, TN, and AL 
except FL (Hearing site: Philadelphia. 
PA or Washington, DC) 

MC 29910 (Sub-242F), filed November 

8.1979. Applicant: ARKANSAS-BEST 
FREIGHT SYSTEM. INC., 301 South 11th 
Street. Fort Smith. AR 72901. 
Representative: Don A. Smith, Post 
Office Box 43, Fort Smith, AR 72902. 
Over regular routes transporting general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives. 


household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of National Starch 
Company at or near Meredosia. IL. as an 
off-route point in connection with 
carrier's otherwise authorized regular 
route operations. (Hearing site: Chicago, 
IL, or Washington. DC) 

MC 35320 (Sub-355F), filed November 

6,1979. Applicant; T.I.M.E.-DC. INC, 
P.O. Box #2550, Lubbock, TX 79408. 
Representative: Kenneth G. Thomas 
(same address as applicant). Over 
regular routes transporting general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, Classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of Shamrock 
Industries. Inc. and their Global 
Chemical Division at or near Huntsville, 
AL. without restriction as off-route 
points in connection with carrier’s 
otherwise authorized regular route 
operations. (Hearing site: Chattanooga. 
TN or Washington. DC). 

Note. —Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-356F). filed November 

6.1979. Applicant* T.LMX.-DC. INC., 
P.O. Box #2550, Lubbock. TX 79408. 
Representative: Kenneth G. Thomas 
(same address as applicant). Over 
regular routes transporting general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value. Classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of the Addison 
Products, Division of Borg-Wamer. at or 
near Jonesville, MI as an off-route point 
in connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular route operations. 
(Hearing site: Detroit, MI or Chicago, IL) 

Note.— Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-357F). filed November 

6.1979. Applicant: T.LM.E.-DC, INC, 
P.O. Box #2550, Lubbock. TX 79408. 
Representative: Kenneth G. Thomas 
(same address as applicant). Over 
regular routes transporting general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, Classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of Sweet Sue 
Kitchens, Inc. at or near Athens, AL as 
an off-route point in connection with 
carrier's otherwise authorized regular 
route operations. (Hearing site: 
Chattanooga TN or Washington. DC.) 

Nota.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 
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MC 95320 (Sub-358F), filed November 

5.1979. Applicant: T.I.M.E.-DC. INC.. 
2598 74th Street, P.O. Box #2550, 
Lubbock, TX 79406, Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Over regular routes 
transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value. Classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Community Gas and Appliance Co. at 
or near Huntsville, AL. as an off-route 
point in connection with carrier's 
otherwise authorized regular route 
operations. (Hearing site: Chattanooga, 
TN or Washington. DC) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to Its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-366F). filed November 

16.1979. Applicant: TXM.E.-DC INC, 
2598 74th Street, P.O. Box #2550. 
Lubbock, TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Transporting general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value. Classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of Parkway 
Furniture Corporation at or near Clinton, 
TN as an off-route point in connection 
with carrier's otherwise authorized 
regular route operations. (Hearing site: 
Knoxville. TN or Washington. DC.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-3G7F). filed November 

16.1979. Applicant: T.I.M.E.-DG INC, 
2596 74th Street, P.O. Box #2550, 
Lubbock, TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Transporting general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value. Classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of the Marvel 
Schebler/Tillotson Division of Borg- 
Wamer Corporation at or near 
Blythevllle, AR at or near BlyihevOle, 

AR as an off-route point in connection 
with carrier's otherwise authorized 
regular route operations. (Hearing site: 
Memphis. TN or Washington. DC) 

Not*.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
exlatlug authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-368F), filed November 

16.1979. Applicant: T.LMJL-DC, INC, 
2598 74th Street, P.O. Box #2550, 
Lubbock. TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Transporting general 
commodities , (except those of unusual 
value, Classes A and B explosives. 


household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those reauiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of Superior Ball 
Division. Lydall at or near Washington. 
IN as an off-route point in connection 
with carrier's otherwise authorized 
regular-route operations. (Hearing site: 
Evansville, IN or Washington, DC) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-369F), filed November 

16.1979. Applicant: T.LM^.-DC, INC, 
2598 74th Street, P.O. Box #2550, 
Lubbock, TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Transporting general 
commodities , (except those of unusual 
value, Gasses A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of Feldkircher Wire 
Fabricating Co. at or near Hartavilie, TN 
as an off-route point in connection with 
carrier’s otherwise authorized regular- 
route operations. (Hearing site: 
Nashville. TN or Washington. DC) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-37QF), filed November 

18.1979. Applicant: TXM.E.-DC INC, 
2598 74th Street. P.O. Box #2550. 
Lubbock, TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Transporting general 
commodities , (except those of unusual 
value. Classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of IXL 
Manufacturing Co., Inc. and La Pierre 
Sawyer Handle Co. at or near Bemic, 
Dexter and Jackson. MO as off-route 
points in connection with carrier's 
otherwise authorized regular-route 
operations. (Hearing site: Memphis, TN 
or St Louis, MO.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-371 F). filed November 

16.1979. Applicant: TJ.M.E.-DC. LNC, 
2598 74th Street, P.O. Box #2550, 
Lubbock. TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Transporting general 
commodities , (except those of unusual 
value. Classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of Cates Rubber 
Company at or near lola, KS, as an off- 
route point in connection with carrier's 
otherwise authorized regular-route 
operations. (Hearing site: Kansas City, 
MO or Chicago, IL) 


Note.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-376F). filed November 

16.1979. Applicant: T.I.M.E.-DC INC, 
2598 74th Street. P.O. Box #2550, 
Lubbock. TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Transporting general 
commodities, (except those of unusual 
value. Classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of Reynolds Metals 
Co. at or near Lislerhill and Sheffield, 
AL, as off-route points in connection 
with carrier's otherwise authorized 
regular-route operations. (Hearing site: 
Atlanta, GA or Washington, DC) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-367F), filed November 

8.1979. Applicant: TXMJL-DG INC.. 
P.O. Box #2550, Lubbock, TX 79408. 
Representative: Kenneth G. Thomas 
(same address as applicant). Over 
regular routes transporting general 
commodities t (except those of unusual 
value. Classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of The Keebler Co., 
at or near Indianapolis, IN as an off- 
route point in connection with carrier's 
otherwise authorized regular route 
operations. (Hearing Site: Indianapolis, 
IN or Washington, DC) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-388F), filed November 

8.1979. Applicant: T.LM.E.-DC, INC, 
P.O. Box #2550, Lubbock. TX 79408. 
Representative: Kenneth G. Thomas 
(same address as applicant). Over 
regular routes transporting general 
comnwdities, (except those of unusual 
value, Classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of Dunlop Tire Co. 
or near Huntsville. AL, as an off-route 
point in connection with carrier's 
otherwise authorized regular route 
operations. (Hearing Site: Chattanooga. 
TN or Washington. DC) 

Note,—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-389F). filed November 

6.1979. Applicant: T.LM.B.-DC, INC, 
P.O. Box #2550. Lubbock, TX 79408. 
Representative: Kenneth G. Thomas 
(same address as applicant). Over 
regular routes transporting general 
commodities, (except those of unusual 
value. Gasses A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 







18180 


Federal Register / Vol. 45, No. 58 / Thursday, March 20. 1980 / Notices 


Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of Richard’s 
Lighting Center at or near Huntsville. 
AL as an off-route point in connection 
with carrier's otherwise authorized 
regular route operations. fHoaring Site: 
Chattanooga, TN or Washington. DC.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tick to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-390F). Tiled November 

6.1979. Applicant: T.I.M.E.-DC. INC. 
P.O. Box #2550. Lubbock. TX 79408. 
Representative: Kenneth C. Thomas 
(same address as applicant). Over 
regular routes transporting general 
commodities , (except those of unusual 
value. Classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of Goodyear Tire & 
Rubber Co. at or near Decatur. AL as an 
off-route point in connection with 
carrier’s otherwise authorized regular 
route operations. (Hearing Site: 
Chattanooga. TN or Washington. DC) 

Notev—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-391F), filed November 
6, 1979. Applicant: T.LM.E.-DC. INC, 
P.O. Box #2550. Lubbock. TX 79408. 
Representative: Kenneth G. Thomas 
(same address as applicant). Over 
regular routes transporting general 
commodities . (except those of unusual 
value. Classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serv ing the facilities of Engelhard 
Industries at or near Huntsville, AL, as 
an off-route point in connection with 
carrier's otherwise authorized regular 
route operations. (Hearing Site: 
Chattanooga. TN or Washington. DC) 

Noto^-Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 42011 (Sub-eOF), Hied November 2, 
1979. Applicant: D.Q. WISE & CO.. INC. 
P.O. Drawer L Tulsa, OK 74112. 
Representative: J. G. Dail, Jr., P.O. Box 
LL McLean. VA 22101. Transporting 
cranes and equipment, materials . and 
supplies used in connection with the 
installation, operation, maintenance, 
and manufacture of cranes, between 
Conroe and Houston. TX, and Tulsa. 

OK. on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the United States (except AK 
and HI), restricted to shipments 
originating at or destined to the facilities 
of Gaffey. Inc., at Conroe. TX, and 
Tulsa. OK. Kranco. Inc., at Houston, TX, 
or Kadas Company. Inc., at Tulsa, OK. 
(Hearing site: Tulsa, OK.) 

MC 47171 (Sub-148F). filed November 

6.1979. Applicant: COOPER MOTOR 


LINES. INC. P.O. Box 2820, Greenville, 
SC 29602. Representative: Harris G. 
Andrews (same as above). Transporting 
wire, and articles used in the 
manufacture and distribution of wire 
between points in Benton County. AK. 
on the one hand. and. on the other, 
points in Buncombe County, NC 
(Hearing site: Columbia. SC) 

MC 47171 (Sub-150F). filed November 

13.1979. Applicant: COOPER MOTOR 
LINES, INC. P.O. Box 2820. Greenville, 
SC 29602. Representative: Harris G. 
Andrews (same as above address). 
Transporting clay (except in bulk) from 
the facilities of Waverly Mineral 
Products Co. at Meigs and Quality 
(Thomas County) GA to points in CT. 
MD. MA. ME, NH, NJ. NY. NC. PA. Rl 
SC VT, VA. and DC. (Hearing site: 
Columbia. SC.) 

MC 48441 (Sub-53F). filed November 5. 
1979. Applicant: R.M.E. INC, P.O. Box 
418, Streator, IL 61364. Representative: 

E. Stephen Heisley. 805 McLachlen Bank 
Building, 868 Eleventh Street, N.W., 
Washington. D.C. 20001. Transporting 
malt beverages, from the facilities of 
Miller Brewing Company at Milwaukee, 
WL to points in IA, KY. MN. MO (except 
points in the St. Louis commercial zone], 
NE, ND, SD, and those in the Upper 
Peninsula of Michigan. (Hearing site: 
Milwaukee, WL) 

MC 52460 (Sub-270F), filed November 

14.1979. Applicant: ELLEX 
TRANSPORTATION. INC. P.O. Box 
9637,1420 W. 35th St.. Tulsa, OK 74107. 
Representative: Wilburn L Williamson. 
Suite 615-East The Oil Center. 2601 
Northwest Expressway, Oklahoma City. 
OK 73112. Transporting: meat, meat 
products, meat byproducts and articles 
distributed by meat-packing houses as 
described In Sections A and C of 
Appendix I to the report in Descriptions 
on Motor Carrier Certificates. 61 M.C.C 
209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), from the facilities 
of Iowa Beef Processors, Inc. at or near 
Emporia and Wichita. KS to points in 
AL, AR, FL GA. KY. LA. MS. MO. NC, 
OK. SC, TN and TX. (Hearing site: 
Kansas City. MO.) 

MC 52460 (Sub-27lF). filed November 

16.1979. Applicant ELLEX 
TRANSPORTATION. INC, P.O. Box 
9637,1420 W 35th St.. Tulsa. OK 74107. 
Representative: Wilburn L Williamson, 
Suite 615-East. The Oil Center, 2801 
Northwest Expressway. Oklahoma City, 
OK 73112. Transporting foodstuffs. from 
the facilities of Ashley’s of Texas at or 
near El Paso. TX to points in AL AR, FL 
CA. IL !A. KS. LA. MS. MO, NC, OK, SC 
and TN. (Hearing site: Dallas. TX.) 

MC 59150 (Sub-169F), filed November 

6.1979. Applicant: PLOOF TRUCK 


LINES, INC, 1414 Lindrose Street, 
Jacksonville. FL 32206. Representative: 
Martin Sack. Jr, 1754 Gulf Life Tower, 
Jacksonville, FL 32207. Transporting (1) 
reflective traffic control products 
(except electric) an (2) equipment . 
materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture, distribution and 
installation of the commodities in (1) 
above (except in bulk, in tank vehicles), 
between Smyrna, GA. on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in AL AR. FL 
GA. KY. LA. MS. NC SC. TN. TX. and 
VA. (Hearing site: Jacksonville. FL) 

MC 59640 (Sub-78F). filed November 

14.1979. Applicant: PAULS TRUCKING 
CORPORATION, Three Commerce Dr., 
Cranford. NJ 07106. Representative: 
Charles J. Williams. 1815 Front St., 
Scotch Plains, NJ 0707a Contract carrier 
transporting (1) snow blowers and 
Power lawn mowers and (2) equipment 
materials, supplies, and parts used in 
the manufacture and sale of the 
commodities named in (1) above, 

(except commodities in bulk), between 
Selma, AL on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in CA. FL GA, IL IN, KY, 
MA. MD. MI. NJ. NY, NC. OH, OK. PA. 
SC, TN, TX, VA, and WL under a 
continuing contract(s) with Southland 
Mower Company. Inc., of Selma. AL. 
(Hearing site: Selma. AL or New York. 
NY.) 

MC 61231 (Sub-164F), filed November 

2.1979. Applicant: EASTER 
ENTERPRISES. INC.. d.b.a. ACE LINES, 
INC, P.O. Box 1351, Des Moines, IA 
50305. Representative: William L. 
Fairbank. 1980 Financial Center. Des 
Moines, IA 50309. Transporting paper 
and pulpboard cores and tubes, and 
materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture of paper cores and tubes 
between Boone, IA, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in LL KS. MN, 
MO, NE, ND. SD and WI. restricted to 
traffic originating at or destined to the 
facilities of Sonoco Products Co., at 
Boone. LA. (Hearing site: Chicago, IL; St. 
Paul, MN.) 

MC 61440 (Sub-178F), filed November 

12.1979. Applicant: LEE WAY MOTOR 
FREIGHT. INC, 3401 NW 63rd St.. 
Oklahoma City. OK 73157. 
Representative: Richard H. Champlin. 
P.O. Box 12750. Oklahoma City, OK 
73157. Transporting general 
commodities (except commodities of 
unusual value. Class A & B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of Holley 
Carburetor, Division of Colt Industries, 
Inc., located at Bowling Green. KY. as 
an off-route point in connection with 
carrier's otherwise authorized regular 
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route opearations. (Hearing site: 
Oklahoma City. OK.) 

—Applicant intends to Uck. ♦ 

MC 82841 (Sub-272F). filed November 

7.1979. Applicant: HUNT 
^TRANSPORTATION, INC., 107701 SL 
Omaha, NE 88127. Representative: 
Donald L Stem. 610 Xerox Bldg., 7171 
Mercy Road. Omaha, NE 68106. 
Transporting such commodities as are 
dealt in by dealers and manufacturers of 
agricultural equipment, industrial 
equipment, and lawn and leisure 
products (except commodities in bulk, 
and automobiles, trucks, buses, as 
described in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
61 M.C.C 700), from Columbus, NE, to 
points in Illinois, Iowa, Kansas. Missouri 
and Nebraska, restricted to the 
transportation of shipments originating 
at the facilities of the Sperry New 
Holland Division, Sperry Corp. at or 
near Columbus, NE and destined to the 
above named destinations. (Hearing 
site: Washington, DC.) 

MC 82841 (Sub-276F). filed November 

13.1979. Applicant: HUNT 
TRANSPORTATION, INC, 10770 'V SL 
Omaha, NE 68127. Representative: 
Donald L Stem. 7171 Mercy Rd., Suite 
610. Omaha. NE 68106. Transporting 
genera! commodities (except in bulk) 
between points in the United States 
(except HI and AK], restricted to traffic 
originating at or destined to the facilities 
of Union Camp Corporation. Note: Any 
certificate issued herein, to the extent it 
authorizes the transportation of classes 
A and B explosives, shall be limited to a 
period of 5 years from its date of issue. 
(Hearing site: New York, NY. or 
Philadelphia, PA.) 

Note.—Dual operations may be involved. 

MC 82841 (Sub-277F), filed November 

13.1979. Applicant: HUNT 
TRANSPORTATION, INC.. 10770 *T St. 
Omaha, NE 68127. Representative: 
Donald L Stem, 7171 Mercy Rd.. Suite 
610, Omaha, NE 68106. Transporting 
steel culverts , guardrails , retaining 
walls, sound barrier systems, highway 
signs and safety products, rolling mill 
shapes, feed lot mats, and accessories 
for such commodities, from the facilities 
of Syro Steel Company at Girard, OH. to 
points in IA. MN, ND, SD, NE, CO. WY. 
MT. ITT, ID. NV. OR. and WA. (Hearing 
site: Pittsburgh. PA, or Cincinnati, OH.) 

Not*.—Dual operations may be Involved. 

MC 93840 (Sub-54F), filed November 6, 
1979. Applicant: GLESS BROS., INC., 

P.O. Box 219, Blue Grass. IA 52726. 
Representative: Larry D. Knox. 600 
Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines. IA 50309. 

I ransporting salt, from the facilities of 
International Salt Company at Chicago, 


IL to points in IA. (Hearing site: 
Cleveland. OR) 

MC 93980 (Sub-85F), November 

13.1979. Applicant: VANCE TRUCKING 
COMPANY, INC., P.O. Box 1119, 
Henderson. NC 27536. Representative: 
Edward G. Villalon. 1032 Pennsylvania 
Building. Pennsylvania Ave. & 13th St., 
N.W., Washington. DC 20004. 
Transporting lumber and building 
materials from Henniker, NH, to points 
in GA. FL and AL (Hearing site: Boston. 
MA, or Washington, DC.) 

MC 93980 (Sub-88F), Tiled November 

13.1979. Applicant: VANCE TRUCKING 
CO., INC, P.O. Box 1119, Henderson. NC 
27536. Representative: Edward G. 
Villalon, 1032 Pennsylvania Bldg., 
Pennsylvania Ave. 8 13th St NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20004. Transporting 
lumber and lumber products from the 
facilities used by L R. McCoy Company. 
Inc., in VA to points in NJ. MD, PA. NY, 
OH. DE, CT. MA, RI. NR VT, ME, and 
DC. (Hearing site: Boston. MA, or 
Washington. DC) 

MC 94350 (Sub*430F), filed November 

13.1979. Applicant: TRANSIT HOMES. 
INC, P.O. Box 1628, Greenville. 29602 
Representative: Mitchell King. Jr. (same 
address as applicant). Transporting 
buildings , in sections, mounted on 
wheeled undercarriages, from points in 
Perry County, AR, to points in LA, OK. 
and TX. (Hearing site: Little Rock. AR.) 

MC 94430 (Sub-48F). filed November 1. 
1979. Applicant: WEISS TRUCKING 
COMPANY. INC, P.O. Box 7. Mongo, IN 
46771. Representative: fames R. 
Stiverson, 1396 West Fifth Avenue, 
Columbus, OH 43212. Transporting 
cement, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
the ports of entry on the international 
boundary line between the United 
States and Canada at or near 
Queenston, Niagara Falls, and Buffalo, 
NY, to points In Bradford, Erie. McKean. 
Potter, Susquehanna, Tioga, Warren, 
and Wayne Counties. PA. restricted to 
traffic moving in foreign commerce. 
(Hearing site: Chicago, IL, or 
Washington. DC.) 

MC 95540 (Sub-114F), filed Novermber 

6.1979. Applicant: WATKINS MOTOR 
LINES, INC. 1144 West Griffin Road. 
P.O. Box 1636, Lakeland. Florida 33802. 
Representative: Benjy W. Fincher (some 
address as applicant). Transporting: (1) 
foodstuffs, (2) such commodities as are 
dealt in by wholesale, retail and chain 
grocery and food business houses, and 
(3) equipment, materials and supplies 
used in the manufacture, and 
distribution of commodities named in (1) 
and (2) above: between points in the 
United States. (Hearing site: Tampa, FL 
or Philadelphia. PA.) 


MC 95920 (Sub-62F). filed November 

12.1979. Applicant: SANTRY 
TRUCKING CO.. 10505 NE. 2nd Ave. 
Portland. OR 97211. Representative: 
George R. LaBissoniere, 1100 Norton 
Bldg., Seattle. WA 98104. To operate as 
a contract carrier transporting (1) such 
merchandise as is dealt in by wholesale 
and retail grocery establishments, food 
business houses, and agricultural feed 
houses and (2) equipment materials , 
ingredients and supplies used in the 
development or manufacture, 
distribution or sale of the above 
products (except commodities in bulk), 
between points in WA, OR, CA, ID. MT. 
NV. AZ. WY. NM. TX. CO. UT. KS. and 
OK. restricted to a service performed 
under continuing contract(s) with the 
Ralston Purina Company of SL Louis, 
MO. (Hearing site: St. Louis, MO.) 

MC 96451 (Sub-IF), filed November 13, 
1979. Applicant: AFFTON MOVING & 
STORAGE CO., INC.. 345 South Hw. 

141, Fenton, MO 63026. Representative: 
Noel T. Dodge (same address as 
applicant). Transporting household 
goods, as defined by the Commission, 
between points in AR. CO. IL. IN. IA. 

KS, KY. MI. MN. NE, OH. OK. TN. TX, 
and WI. (Hearing site: St. Louis, MO, or 
Chicago, IL) 

MC 96881 (Sub-26F), filed November 8. 
1979. Applicant: FINE TRUCK LINE, 
INC., 801 West Dodson Ave.. Fort Smith. 
AR 72901. Representative: Don A. Smith, 
P.O. Box 43. 510 North Greenwood, Fort 
Smith. AR 72902. Transporting gloss 
containers and container accessories 
between the facilities of Kerr Class 
Manufacturing Corporation, at or near 
Sand Springs. OK. and points in AR. 
(Hearing site: Fort Smith. AR or Tulsa, 
OK.) 

MC 106401 (Sub-75F). filed November 

14.1979. Applicant: JOHNSON MOTOR 
LINES. INC.. P.O. Box 31577. Charlotte. 
NC 28231. Representative: Roger W. 
Rash (same address as applicant). 
Transporting iron and steel articles, 
(except in bulk) from the facilities of 
Crucible Inc.. Division of Colt Industries 
at or near Midland, PA, to points in AL 
FL LA. MS. NC, TN. TX. and VA. 
(Hearing site: Charlotte, NC or 
Pittsburgh, PA.) 

MC 107460 (Sub-49F), filed August 3, 
1979. Applicant: WILLIAM Z. GETZ. 
INC., 3055 Yellow Goose Road, P.O. Box 
566. Lancaster. PA 17604. 

Representative: Christian V. Graf. 407 
North Front St., Harrisburg, PA 17101. 
Transporting metal roofing and siding, 
and fabricated metal products, from the 
facilities of Fabral-Alcan Building 
Products at or near Idabel, OK, to the 
facilities of Sears. Roebuck & Company 
at or near Los Angeles, CA. and Seattle, 
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WA, under continuing contract(s) with 
Fabral-Alcon Building Products, 

Division of Alcan Aluminum 
Corporation, of Lancaster. PA. (Hearing 
site: Washington. DC or Harrisburg. PA.) 
MC 106341 (Sub-174F). Tiled November 

1.1979. Applicant: MOSS TRUCKING 
COMPANY. INC.. 3027 N. Tryon St.. P.O. 
Box 26125. Charlotte, NC 28213. 
Representative: Jack F. Counts. P.O. Box 
26125, Charlotte. NC 28213. Transporting 
(1) rotary fans , machinery , and 
fabricated steel, and (2) parts. 
attachments . and accessories for the 
commodities in (1) above, between the 
facilities of the Green Fan Co.. Division 
of Ecolaire Incorporated, at or near 
Beacon. NY on the one hand. and. on the 
other, points in the United States 
(except AK and HI). (Hearing site: 
Washington, DC.) 

MC 111201 (Sub.-45 F). filed November 

16.1979. Applicant: J. N. ZELLNER & 
SON TRANSFER COMPANY. Post 
Office Box 91247, East Point. GA 30364. 
Representative: Archie B. Culbreth. 

Suite 202, 2200 Century Parkway. 
Atlanta. GA 30345. Transporting metal 
cans , from Tampa. FL to the facilities of 
Shasta Beverage Co. at or near 
Birmingham, AL (Hearing site: Atlanta. 
GA.) 

MC 111201 (SutnlOF), filed November 

16.1979. Applicant: J. N. ZELLNER & 
SON TRANSFER COMPANY. Post 
Office Box 91247, East Point GA 30364. 
Representative: Archie B. Culbreath, 
Suite 202. 2200 Century Parkway, 

Atlanta, GA 30345. Transporting 
alcoholic liquors . from the facilities of 
Jack Daniel Distillery at or near 
Lynchburg. TN. to Montgomery. AL 
(Hearing site: Atlanta. GA.) 

MC 111401 (Sub-595F). November a 
1979. Applicant: GROENDYKE 
TRANSPORT. INC. P.O. Box 632, 2510 
Rock Island Blvd.. Enid, OK 73701. 
Representative: Victor R. Comstock 
(same address as applicant). 
Transporting petroleum products, in 
containers, from Tulsa. OK. to points in 
KS and 1% (Hearing Site: Dallas. TX. or 
Kansas City. KS.) 

MC 111740 (Sub-33F). filed November 

6.1979. Applicant: OIL TRANSPORT 
COMPANY, a Corporation. P.O. Box 
Drawer 2679. Abilene. TX 79604. 
Representative: Mike Cotton. P.O. Box 
1148, Austin. TX 78767. Transporting 
gasoline and jet fuel in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Dallas and Forth Worth, 
TX to points in AR and LA (Hearing 
site: Dallas, TX.) 

MC 112520 (Sub-379F), filed November 

2.1979. Applicant: McKENZIE TANK 
LINES, INC. Post Office Box 1200, 
Tallahassee, FL 32302. Representative: 


Thomas F. Panebianco (same address as 
applicant). Transporting chemicals . in 
bulk, in tank vehicle, between points in 
AL FL GA, AR, MS, LA. TX. OK. MO. 
TN. SC, NC. IL IN. KY. and OR 
(Hearing Site: Atlanta, GA.) 

MC 112520 (Sub'380F), filed November 

8.1979. Applicant: McKENZIE TANK 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 1200, Tallahassee. 
FL 32302. Representative: Sol H. Proctor. 
1101 Blackitone Bldg.. Jacksonville, FL 
32202. Transporting jet fuel in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from points in Excambia 
County. FL to Greenville, TX. (Hearing 
site: Jacksonville, FL or Washington, 
DC) 

MC 112801 (Sub-248F). filed November 

5.1979. Applicant: TRANSPORT 
SERVICE CO., a corporation. 15 Salt 
Creek Lane. Hinsdale. IL 60521. 
Representative: E. Stephen Hcisley, 605 
McLachlen Bank Building. 666 Eleventh 
Street NW., Washington, DC 20001. 
Transporting liquid chemicals, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from the facilities of 
Monsanto Co. at or near Chocolate 
Bayou. Texas City, and Houston. TX to 
those points in the United States in and 
east of LA AR, MO. IA and MN. 
(Hearing site: St. Louis, MO.) 

MC 113651 (Sub-316F), filed November 

13.1979. Applicant: INDIANA 
REFRIGERATOR LINES, INC, P.O. Box 
552, Riggin Rd.. Muncie, IN 47305. 
Representative: Glen L Gissing (same 
address as applicant). Transporting 
margarine . from Indianapolis, IN to 
points in AL TN. GA FL and KY. 
(Hearing site: Chicago. IL or 
Washington. DC.) 

MC 113651 (Sub-317F), filed November 

7.1979. Applicant: INDIANA 
REFRIGERATOR LINES, INC. P.O. Box 
552, Muncie, IN 47305. Representative: 
Glen L Gissing (same address as 
applicant). Transporting foodstuffs, (1) 
from Hamlin and Williamson, NY, and 
(2) Aspers, PA. to points in AL FL GA 
LA, and MS. (Hearing site: New York 
City, NY, or Washington. DC) 

MC 113861 (Sub-BOF), filed November 

2.1979. Applicant: WOOTEN 
TRANSPORTS, INC., 153 Gaston Ave., 
Memphis, TN 38106. Representative: 
James N. Clay, III, 2700 Sterick Building, 
Memphis, TN 38103. Transporting. 
cement, from Memphis, TN. to points in 
MS. ALAR.IL MO. KY. LA and TN. 
(Hearing site: Memphis. TN.) 

MC 114211 (Sub-422F). filed November 
a 1979. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT. INC., P.O. Box 420, 
Waterloo, LA 50704. Representative: 
Adelor J. Warren (same adress as 
applicant). Transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in or used by. 
dealers and manufacturers of 


agricultural equipment industrial 
equipment, and lawn and leisure 
products (except commodities in bulk, 
and automobiles, trucks, buses, as 
described in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates. 61 M.C.C 209 and 
61 M.C.C 760), (1) from Columbus. NE, 
to points in the United States (except 
AK and HI) and (2) from points in the 
United States (except AK. HI. MT, WY, 
CO. NM, AZ, UT. ID. WA, OR. NV. and 
CA) to Columbus, NE. restricted in (1) to 
traffic originating at the facilities of 
Sperry New Holland Division. Sperry 
Corporation at or near Columbus, NE 
and in (2) to traffic destined to the 
named facilities (except on traffic 
moving in foreign commerce). (Hearing 
site: Lancaster or Reading. PA.) 

MC 114290 (Sub-94F). filed November 

13.1979. Applicant: EXLEY EXPRESS. 
INC.. 2610 S.E. 8th Avenue. Portland. OR 
97202. Representative: James T. Johnson. 
1610 IBM Bldg.. Seattle. WA 98101. 
Transporting malt beverages from the 
facilities of Blitz Weinhard Company at 
Portland. OR to points in CA and WA. 
(Hearing site: Portland. OR or Seattle. 
WA) 

MC 114781 (Sub-6F), filed November 1. 
1979. Applicant: HAROLD H. WARFEL 
R.D. #2, Peach Bottom. PA 17563. 
Representative: John W. Metzger, 49 
North Duke St, Lancaster. PA 17602. 
Transporting (1) metal scrap, zinc, zinc 
oxide , zinc dust, zinc dross , zinc residue 
and zinc skimmings. in containers, 
having a prior or subsequent movement 
by water, and (2) emptv containers and 
zinc, zinc oxide, zinc dust, zinc dross, 
zinc residue and zinc skimmings. 
between the facilities of Phillip's 
Brothers and St. Joe Zinc Company at or 
near Pittsburgh, PA on the one hand, 
and on the other. Baltimore, MD, and 
Philadelphia, PA (Hearing site: 
Philadelphia, PA or Baltimore. MD.) 

MC 115570 (Sub-27F), filed November 

19.1979. Applicant: WALTER A JUNGE, 
INC., 3818 S.W. 84th St. Tacoma, WA 
98491. Representative: George R. 
LaBissoniere. 1100 Norton Bldg., Seattle. 
WA 98104. Contract carrier. 
transporting paper and paper products, 
from Sheldon. TX and Kansas City, MO 
to points in CA ID. NV. OR. WA AZ. 
UT, and CO. under continuing 
contract(s) with St Regis Paper 
Company, of Tacoma. WA. (Hearing 
site: Seattle, WA.) 

MC 115651 (Sub-68F), filed November 

13.1979. Applicant: KANEY 
TRANSPORTATION. INC., 7222 
Cunningham Road. P.O. Box 39, 
Rockford. IL 61105. Representative: E. 
Stephen Heisley. Ames. Hill. & Ames. 
P.C., 666 11th Street NW„ Washington. 
D.C. 20001. Transporting liquified 
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petroleum gas, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Janesville, WI to points in IL 
(Hearing site: Chicago, Milwaukee.) 

Note.—The certificate to be issued in this 
' roceeding shall be limited in point of time to 
a period of 5 years from the date of issuance. 

MC115730 (Sub-79F), filed November 

8.1979. Applicant: THE MICKOW 
CORP. P.O. Box 1774. 531 S.W. Sixth SL 
Des Moines, IA 50308. Representative: 
Cecil L Goettsch, 1100 Des Moines 
Bldg.. Des Moines. IA 50307. 

Transporting steel tubing . from Hamlet 
IN. to points in CO. IL, IN. IA, KS, MN, 
MO. NE, ND. SD. and WL (Hearing site: 
Columbus. OH. or Chicago. IL) 

MC 115841 (Sub-743F), filed November 

15.1979. Applicant: COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED TRANSPORTATION. 
LNC., 9041 Executive Park Dr.. Suite 110, 
Building 100. Knoxville, TN 37919. 
Representative: D. R. Beeler (same 
address as applicant). Transporting (1) 
adhesives, glues, pastes, cleaning, 
preserving and sealing products, 
solvents, and stains, and (2) installation 
supplies and equipment for the 
commodities (1) above (3) plastic 
carpeting, carpet strip and moldings, 
and (4) flooring installation supplies and 
equipment for the commodities in (3) 
above from the facilities of Roberts 
Consolidated Industries, located at or 
near (a) Kalamazoo, MI (b) Dayton. OH 
and (c) Asheville. NC, to points in AL 
AR. DE. FL GA. IL KS, KY. LA. MD. 

MO, MS. NC. NJ. NY. OK. PA. SC TN, 
TX. VA, and WV. (Hearing site: Los 
Angeles. CA or Washington. DC.) 

MC 117730 (Sub-73F), filed November 

6.1979. Applicant* KOUBENEC MOTOR 
SERVICE, INC., Route 47. Huntley. IL 
60142. Representative: Stephen H. Loeb, 
Suite 2027, 33 No. LaSalle St, Chicago. 

IL 60602. Transporting bananas and 
agricultural commodities otherwise 
exempt from regulation under 49 U.S.C. 
section 1056 (A) (6) when transported in 
mixed loads with bananas, (1) from New 
York. NY, Baltimore. MD, and 
Philadelphia, PA. to points in IL IN. KY. 
MI. NY, OH. PA, WV. and WI and (2) 
from Buffalo. NY, Newark, NJ, 
Wilmington, DE, Charleston. SC. and 
Mobile, AL to points in IL IN. KY. Ml 
OH, PA. and WI. (Hearing site: 

W ashington, DC.) 

MC 117820 (Sub-40F), filed November 
2 1979. Applicant: AURELIA 
TRUCKING CO., a corporation, 2121 
Petit Ave., Port Huron, MI 48060. 
Representative: Robert D. Schuler. 100 
West Long Lake Rd., Suite 102, 

Bloomfield Hills. Ml 48013. Transporting 
(1) lubricants (except in bulk), in 
vehicles equipped with mechanical 
refrigeration, from the facilities of 
Acheson Colloids Company at Port 


Huron. MI. to those points in the United 
States in and east of ND, SD. NE, CO. 
OK. and TX. and (2) materials, supplies 
and equipment used in the production 
and distribution of lubricants (except in 
bulk), between the facilities of Acheson 
Colloids Company at Port Huron. ML on 
the one hand. and. on the other, points 
in the United States in and east of ND, 
SD, NE, CO. OK. and TX, restricted in 
(1) and (2) above to traffic originating at 
the named origins and destined to the 
indicated destinations. (Hearing site: 
Chicago. IL or Washington. DC) 

MC 117940 (Sub-358F), filed November 

2.1979. Applicant: NATIONWIDE 
CARRIERS, INC, P.O. Box 104, Maple 
Plain, MN 55359. Representative: Allan 
L Timmerman, 5300 Highway 12, Maple 
Plain, MN 55359. Transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in by retail 
and wholesale stores and outlets 
(except In bulk) from the facilities of the 
Hopkins Freight Association at Chicago, 
IL to Minneapolis, MN. (Hearing site: 
Minneapolis or St. Paul. MN.) 

MC 118831 (Sub-188F)« filed November 

13.1979. Applicant: CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT. INC. P.O. Box 7007. High 
Point, NC 27264. Representative: Ben H. 
Keller, Ill (same address as applicant). 
Transporting dry sugar, in bulk, in 
hopper type vehicles from Atlanta. CA. 
to points In AL FL SC. NC TN, and VA. 
(Hearing site: Washington, DC, or 
Denver. CO.) 

MC 119531 (Sub-180F). filed November 

9.1979. Applicant: SUN EXPRESS. INC., 
P.O. Box 1031. Warren, OH 44482. 
Representative: Andrew Jay Burkholder, 
275 East State Street. Columbus. OH 
43215. Transporting (1) such 
commodities as dealt in by 
manufacturers of containers and (2) 
equipment, materials and supplies used 
in the manufacturer of the above 
described commodities (except in bulk) 
between points in DE, IL, IN, MD. ML 
MO. NJ. NY. OH. PA and WI. restricted 
to the transportation of traffic 
originating at or destined to the facilities 
of or used by Thatcher Glass 
Manufacturing Company. Condition: 

The person or persons engaged in 
common control of applicant and 
another regulated carrier must file an 
application for approval under 49 U.S.C 
§ 11343, or submit an affidavit indicating 
why such approval is unnecessary. 
(Hearing site: Columbus, OH.) 

MC 119531 (Sub-16lF). filed November 

1.1979. Applicant: SUN EXPRESS. INC. 
P.O. Box 1031. Warren. OH 44482. 
Representative: Andrew Jay Burkholder, 
275 East State St.. Columbus. OH 43215. 
Transporting (1) such commodities as 
are dealt in by manufacturers of 
containers, and (2) equipment. materials 


and supplies used in the manufacture of 
the above-described commodities 
(except in bulk), between points in the 
United States in and east of ND. SD. NE, 
KS, OK, and TX. restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at or 
destined to the facilities of Weston 
Paper & Manufacturing Co. Condition: 
The person or persons engaged in 
common control of applicant and 
another regulated carrier must file an 
application for approval under 49 U.S.C 
11343. or submit an affidavit indicating 
why such approval is unnecessary. 
(Hearing site: Columbus, OH.) 

MC 119641 (Sub-177F). filed November 

6.1979. Applicant: RINGLE EXPRESS, 
INC, 450 East Ninth Street, Fowler, LN 
47944. Representative: Norman R. 

Garvin. 1301 Merchants Plaza. 
Indianapolis, IN 46204. Transporting 
glass, from the facilities of LOF Glass 
Inc. at or near Laurinburg. NC to points 
in IL IN, IA. MO, MN, ND. SD. KS. NE 
and WL (Hearing site: Indianapolis, IN 
or Chicago. IL) 

MC 119641 (Sub-17BF), filed November 

14.1979. Applicant: RINGLE EXPRESS. 
INC. 450 E. Ninth St, Fowler, IN 47944. 
Representative: Alki E. Scopelitis, 1301 
Merchants Plaza, Indianapolis. IN 46204. 
Transporting: such commodities as are 
dealt in or used by manufacturers and 
dealers of agricultural equipment 
industrial equipment, lawn products, 
and leisure products (except 
commodities in bulk), from the facilities 
of Sperry New Holland Division of 
Sperry Corporation, at or near 
Columbus, NE. to points in IL IN, and 
ML restricted to the transportation of 
traffic originating at the named origin 
and destined to the indicated 
destinations (except those moving in 
foreign commerce). (Hearing site: 
Washington, DC.) 

MC 119741 (Sub~24lF), filed November 

14.1979. Applicant: GREEN FIELD 
TRANSPORT COMPANY. INC.. 1515 
Third Ave.. NW.. P.O. Box 1235. Fort 
Dodge, LA 50501. Representative: D. L 
Robson (same address as applicant). 
Transporting petroleum and petroleum 
products (except in bulk, in tank 
vehicles), from Toledo, OH, to Kansas 
City. MO. and points in IA and NE. 
(Hearing site: Omaha. NE.) 

MC 119741 (Sub-2421’’), filed November 

7.1979. Applicant: GREEN FIELD 
TRANSPORT COMPANY. INC,, P.O. 

Box 1235. Fort Dodge. IA 50501. 
Representative: D. L Robson (same 
address as applicant). Transporting 
scrap metal, between points in GA, IL 
IN, IA. KS. KY. MN. MO. NE. NY. OH. 
OK, PA. TN TX. and WI. (Hearing site: 
Omaha. NE.) 
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MC 120451 (Sub-3F). Filed November 5. 
1979. Applicant: HUBBARD MOVERS. 
INC.. 199 E Broadway. Gardner. MA 
01440. Representative: Kenneth E. Miller. 
838 West Broadway. Gardner. MA 
01440. Transporting new furniture and 
furniture parts between points In ME, 
MA. NH, and VT. (Hearing site: 
Springfield or Boston. MA) 

MC 120610 (Sub-33F). filed November 
2. 1979. AppUcant: SERVICE EXPRESS. 
INC. P.O. Box 1009, Tuscaloosa. AL 
35401. Representative: Mr. Richard 
Davis (same address as applicant). 
Transporting (1) canned and bottled 
foodstuffs and (2) pepper pulp, in drums, 
betw een the facilities of Bruce Foods 
Corporation at Cade and Lozes, LA. and 
(b) Wilson. NC, and points in AL. FL 
GA NC, SC. TN. LA. and MS. (Hearing 
site: LaFayette, LA or. Tuscaloosa, AL) 

MC 120910 (Sub-34F). filed November 

6.1979. Applicant: SERVICE EXPRESS. 
INC., P.O. Box 1009. Tuscaloosa, AL 
35401. Representative: Richard Davis, 
P.O. Box 1009. Tuscaloosa. AL 35401. 
Transporting (1) plastic pipe, fittings, 
valves, irrigation systems, pollution 
control equipment, steel and concerto 
tanks, pumping stations, (2) materials, 
equipment and supplies used in the 
manufacturing, sale, or construction of 
(1) above between the facilities of Davis 
Waste & Water Industries located at 
Thomasville. GA on the one hand and 
on the other, points in the U.S. (except 
AK and HI), restricted against 
commodities in bulk and to traffic 
originating at and destined to the above 
named points. (Hearing site: 

Jacksonville. FL or Birmingham. AL) 

MC 121470 (Sub-42F). filed November 

5.1979. Applicant: TANKSLEY 
TRANSFER COMPANY, a corporation. 
801 Cowan SL, Nashville. TN 37207. 
Representative: John M. Nader. IflOO 
Citizens Plaza, Louisville, KY 40202. 
Transporting iron and steel articles, 
from the facilities of National Steel 
Service Center. Inc., at or near Atlanta 
and Norcross. GA, to points in TN. 
(Hearing site: Atlanta, GA or Nashville, 
TN.) 

MC 123061 (Sub-133F), filed November 

6.1979. Applicant: LEATHAM 
BROTHERS, INC., 46 Orange SL Salt 
Lake City, UT. Representative: Harry D. 
Pugsley, 1283 E. South Temple, #501. 

Salt Lake City. UT 84102. Transporting 
such commodities as are dealt in by 
chemical companies (except 
commodities in bulk, in tank vehicles), 
from points in Contra Costa. Alameda, 
Santa Clara. San Mateo, and San 
Francisco counties. CA to points in ID, 
OR, UT. and WA. (Hearing site: 

Portland. OR. or Salt Lake City. UT.) 


MC 123640 (Sub-33F), filed November 

7.1979. Applicant: SUMMIT CITY 
ENTERPRISES, INC. 3200 Maumee 
Ave„ Ft Wayne. IN 46803. 
Representative: Irving Klein. 371—7th 
Ave., New York, NY 10001. Transporting 
such commodities as are dealt in by 
wholesale hardware houses, beween 
Cape Girardeau, MO. on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in VA under 
continuing contract(s) with Hardware 
Wholesalers, Ino, of Fort Wayne. IN. 
(Hearing site: Chicago. IL or 
Washington. DC) 

MC 124251 (Sub-74K), filed November 

6.1979. Applicant: JACK JORDAN. INC. 
P.O. Box 68a Dalton. GA 3072a 
Representative: Archie B. Culbreath. 
Suite 202, 2200 Century Parkway, 
Atlanta, GA 30345. Transporting ground 
limestone from points in Cumberland 
County. TN to points in AR, IL IN. KS, 
KY. LA MD. MO. MS. OH. OK. PA. TX. 
VA and WV. (Hearing site: Atlanta, 

GA) 

MC 128030 (Sub-129F). filed November 

14.1979. Applicant: THE STOUT 
TRUCKING CO. INC. P.O. Box 98. 
Urbana, IL 61801. Representative: James 
R. Madler. 120 W. Madison SL, Chicago. 
IL 60602. Transporting beverages: (1) 
from Columbus, OH to Addison and 
Arlington Heights. IL (2) from 
Milwaukee, WL Detroit, Ml, St. Louis. 
MO to Bloomington, IN. (3) from SL 
Louis, MO and Detroit Ml, to Galesburg, 
IL (4) from Milwaukee. Wl, Detroit Ml, 
Ft Wayne. IN and Pittsburgh. PA to 
Granite City. Centralis, and Mt Vernon. 
IL (5) from Evansville, IN and 
Milwaukee, Wl to Jacksonville. IL and 
(6) from Detroit MI and Ft. Wayne. IN to 
Benald. IL (Hearing site: Chicago, IL) 

MC 129321 (Sub-lF), filed November 

13.1979. Applicant HERUHY MOVING 
8 STORAGE. INC., P.O. Box 96. 747 
Marietta Road, Chillicothe. OH 45601. 
Representative: J. Michael Fischer. 1000 
Mercantile Library Building, Cincinnati, 
OH 45202. Transporting household 

f oods as defined by the Commission, 
etween points in AL AR. CT, DE FL 
CA. IL IN. KY, LA MA MD. MI. MS. 
MO. NJ. NY. NC OH. PA Rl SC. TN. 

TX. VA, WV. Wl and DC (Hearing site: 
Chillicothe or Dayton. OH.) 

MC 129480 (Sub-46F), filed November 

7.1979. Applicant TRI-LINE 
EXPRESSWAYS LTD. 550 71st Ave., 

S.E„ Calgary. Alberta. Canada T2H 0S6. 
Representative: Richard S. Mandelson. 
1600 Lincoln Center. 1000 Lincoln St„ 
Denver, CO 80264. Transporting ground 
clay, in bags, from points in OR. to 
points of entry on the International 
Boundary Line between the United 
States and Canada. (Hearing site: 
Portland or Eugene. OR) 


MC 133591 (Sub-81F), filed November 

4.1979. Applicant WAYNE DANIEL 
TRUCK. INC. P.O. Box 303. Mount 
Vernon, MO 65712. Representative: 
Charles A Daniel (same address as 
applicant). Transporting foodstuffs, from 
the facilities of Standard Brands, 
Incorporated, at or near Fort Smith. AR 
to points in CA and OR. (Hearing site: 
New York. NY, or Washington. DC) 

MC 133591 (Sub-84F). filed November 

8.1979. Applicant WAYNE DANIEL 
TRUCK, INC, P.O. Box 303. Mount 
Vernon, MO 65712. Representative: 
Charles A. Daniel (same address at 
applicant). Transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in by 
wholesale, retail and food business 
houses (except commodities In bulk in 
tank vehicles), from the facilities of 
Lever Brothers Company located at or 
near St Louis, MO to Dallas and 
Houston. TX. Los Angeles and 
Richmond, CA and Portland. OR 
(Hearing site: St Louis. MO. or New 
York. NY.) 

MC 136511 (Sub-86F), Bled November 

14.1979. Applicant: VIRGINIA 
APPALACHIAN LUMBER 
CORPORATION. 9640 Tlmberlake Road. 
Lynchburg, VA 23502. Representative: E 
Stephen Heisley. 805 McLachlen Bank 
Bldg., 666 Eleventh Street NW., 
Washington, DC 20001. Transporting 
foodstuffs and materials and supplies 
used in the production or distribution of 
foodstuffs, between the facilities of Joan 
of Arc Company, at or near Mayville, 

Wl, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the U.S. (except AK and HI). 
(Hearing site: Chicago, IL) 

MC 136511 (Sub-87F). filed November 

14.1979. Applicant: VIRGINIA 
APPALACHIAN LUMBER 
CORPORATION, 9640 Tlmberlake Road, 
Lynchburg. VA 23502. Representative: E 
Stephen Heisley, 805 McLachlen Bank 
Bldg., 666 Eleventh Street. NW„ 
Washington. DC 20001. Transporting 
foodstuffs and materials and supplies 
used in the production or distribution of 
foodstuffs, between Belledeau and SL 
Francisville, LA on the one hand, and. 
on the other, points in the US (except 
AK and HI). (Hearing site: Chicago, IL) 

MC 136511 (Sub-88F). filed November 

14.1979. Applicant: VIRGINIA 
APPALACHIAN LUMBER 
CORPORATION. 9640 Tlmberlake Road. 
Lynchburg, VA 23502. Representative: E 
Stephen Heisley. 005 McLachlen Bank 
Bldg., 668 Eleventh Street NW., 
Washington. DC 20001. Transporting 
foodstuffs and materials and supplies 
used in the production or distribution of 
foodstuffs, between Princeviile, IL on 
the one hand. and. on the other, points 
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in the US (except AK and HI). (Hearing 
site: Chicago. IL) 

MC136511 (Sub-89F). filed November 

14.1979. Applicant: VIRGINIA 
APPALACHIAN LUMBER 
CORPORATION, 9640 Timberlake Road. 
Lynchburg. VA 23502. Representative: E. 
Stephen Heisley, 805 McLachlen Bank 
Bldg., 666 Eleventh Street. NW., 
Washington. DC 20001. Transporting 
foodstuffs and materials and supplies 
used in the production or distribution of 
foodstuffs, between Hoopeston. IL, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 

in the US (except AK and HI). (Hcoring 
site: Chicago, IL.) 

MC 136650 (Sub-7F), filed November 1, 
1979. Applicant: FOOTE & DAVIES 
TRANSPORT CO., a corporation, 3101 
McCall Drive. Doraville, GA 30340. 
Representative: Frank D. Hall Suite 713. 
3384 Peachtree Rd., N.EL Atlanta. GA 
30328. Transporting bakery products 
(except frozen), and materials, 
equipment and supplies used or dealt in 
by bakeries, (1) between the facilities of 
Nabisco, Inc, at points in the United 
States (except AK and HI), and (2) 
between the facilities of Nabisco, Inc., 
on the one hand. and. on the other, 
points In the United States (except AK 
and HI), under continuing contract(s) 
with Nabisco, Inc., of East Hanover, NJ. 
(Hearing site: Atlanta. GA.) 

MC 138000 (Sub-56F), Hied November 

16.1979. Applicant: ARTHUR IL 
PULTON. INC, Post Office Box 86, 
Stephens City. VA 22655. 

Representative: Dixie C. Newhouse. 

1329 Pennsylvania Ave.. P.O. Box 1417, 
Hagerstown. MD 21740. Transporting 
malt beverages, from Newport. KY and 
Evansville. IN to points in NC SC, VA, 
WV. MD, PA and DC. (Hearing site: 
Newport, KY; Washington. D.C.) 

Nol«.—Dual operations may be involved 
MC 138960 (Sub-9F), filed October 9. 
1979. Applicant: ROKO EXPRESS, INC, 
P.O. Box 109.819 West Fifth Ave., 
Columbus. OH 43212. Representative: 
Thomas M. O'Brien, 10 South LaSalle 
SL, Suite 1600, Chicago, IL 60603. 

Tra reporting paper and paper products, 
between points in AL FL GA. OH, IN. 

IL, ML and NC restricted to traffic 
originating at or destined to the facilities 
of Scott Paper Company. (Hearing site: 
Columbus, OH. or Chicago, IL) 

MC 140000 (Sub-4F), filed November 

16,1979. Applicant: FIELD VIEW FARM 
TRANSPORTATION. INC, 707 Derby 
Ave., Orange, CT 06477. Representative: 
William l Meuser. 88 Cherry Street P.O. 
Box 507, Milford. CT 06460. Transporting 
printed matter, groceries, and mail 
leverages, between New Haven, 
Hartford, Bridgeport and Windsor 


Locks. CT. Concord, and Merrimack, 

K\ 1. on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in MA, RI. NH. VT. ME. NY. NJ. 
PA. MD. DE. IL IN. OH. VA. under 
continuing contract(s) with (1) Advo- 
Systems. Inc, of Hartford. CT, (2) 
Trumbull Printing Co. of Trumbull. CT, 
(3) Allied Grocers Co-op, Inc. of 
Windsor Locks. CT. (4) Precision 
Finishing Inc. of Concord. NH, (5) 
Northeast Finishing Inc. of West Haven, 
CT, (6) Dichello, Inc. of Wallingford, CT 
and (7) Dichello Distributors, Inc. of 
West Haven, CT. (Hearing site: 

Hartford. CT or New York City. NY.) 

MC 140800 (Sub-4F). filed November 2, 
1979. Applicant: COLONIAL 
TRANSPORTATION. INC. P.O. Box 
448. McMinnville, TN 37110. 
Representative: Robert L Baker, 618 
United American Bank Building. 
Nashville. TN 37219. Transporting (1) 
electric motors and generators, brake 
drums, disc brakes, and parts thereto, 
and (2) parts, materials, equipment and 
supplies used in the manufacture of the 
above commodities (except in bulk), 
between Watertown, NY. and points In 
TN. on the one hand. and. on the other, 
points in CT. DE. FL KS, KY. MD, MA. 
MS, NE. OK, and VT. under continuing 
contract(s) with Gould, Inc. of SL Louis, 
MO. (Hearing site: Washington. DC) 

MC 141940 (Sub-4F). filed July 23. 

1979. Applicant R. B. BATOR 
TRUCIONG. INC., Route 116, Cheshire. 
MA 01225. Representative: Richard B. 
Bator (some address as applicant). 
Transporting lime, limestone products, 
and limestone byproducts, from Adams. 
MA, to points in DE. ME, MD, NH. NJ, 
NY. PA, RL VT, and DC. (Hearing site: 
Pittsfield or Springfield, MA.) 

MC 142941 (Sub-59F). filed November 

9.1979. Applicant: SCARBOROUGH 
TRUCK LINES. INC. 1313 N. 25th Ave.. 
P.O. Box 6716, Phoenix. A2 85005. 
Representative: Lewis P. Ames, 111 
West Monroe. 10th Floor, Phoenix. AZ 
85003. Transporting toilet preparations 
from the facilities of Roux Laboratories, 
Inc., at Duval County, FL to points in 
AZ, CA, CO. ID. KS. MT. NV, NM. OR. 
UT. WA, and WY. (Hearing site: 
Phoenix. AZ.) 

MC 143331 (Sub-11 F), filed November 

5.1979. Applicant FREIGHT TRAIN 
TRUCKING, INC.. 4908 E. Compton 
Blvd., P.O. Box 817, Paramount. CA 
90723. Representative: William f. 
Monheim. P.O. Box 1756, Whittier, CA 
90609. Transporting plastic articles from 
Fort Worth, TX, to points in CA. under 
continuing contract(s) with Loma/ 
Rubber Queen Corp.. of Fort Worth, TX. 
(Hearing site: Los Angeles, CA.) 

MC 143570 (Sub-16F), filed November 

16.1979. Applicant: DAG TRUCKING. 


INC., 4420 E. Overland Rd.. Meridian, ID 
83642. Representative: David E. 

Wishney. P.O. Box 837, Boise, ID 83701. 
Transporting meats, meat products, 
meat byproducts and articles 
distributed by meat pocking houses as 
described in Sections A and C of 
Appendix I to the report in Descriptions 
on Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 MCC 
209 and 766, from the facilities of Iowa 
Beef Processors, Inc., at or near Wallula, 
WA to points in CA, OR, WA, ID. MT, 
UT. NV and AZ. (Hearing site: Omaha, 
NE, or Kansas City, MO.) 

MC 143621 (Sub-39F). filed November 

13.1979. Applicant: TENNESSEE STEEL 
HAULERS, INC, 901 5th Ave. North, 

P.O. Box 5748, Nashville. TN 37206. 
Representative: Kim D. Mann, Suite 
1010. 7101 Wisconsin Ave., Washington. 
DC 20014. Transporting cement from the 
facilities of The Marquette Company, a 
subsidiary of Gulf and Western at (1) 
Cowan. TN, to points in AL AR. FL GA. 
IL IN. KY. LA, MS, MO. NC, OH, SC. 

TN, and VA, and (2) Nashville, TN, to 
points in AL GA. IL IN. KY. MS, MO. 
NC, SC, TN, and VA. (Hearing site: 
Nashville, TN, or Washington, DC.) 

MC 143701 (Sub-18F), filed November 

14.1979. Applicant: HODGES FREIGHT 
LINES, INC, 213 Phlox SL Suite K. P.O. 
Box 73-1, Metairie, LA 70033. 
Representative: Brad T. Murphrce, 814 
Century Plaza Bldg., Wichita, KS 67202. 
Transporting (1) such chemicals used in 
the curing and processing of cement and 
concrete (except commodities in bulk), 
and (2) materials, equipment and 
supplies used in the manufacture, 
distribution and application of the 
commodities in (1) above (except 
commodities in bulk), from Baton Rouge, 
LA. to points in AL AR. CA, FL GA. 

KY. LA, MS. NC, OK. SC TN. and TX. 
(Hearing site: New Orleans. LA. or 
Omaha. NE.) 

MC 143760 (Sub-5F), filed November 5. 
1979. Applicant: POINTS WEST 
TRUCKING. INC, 20727 Santa Clara 
Street, Canyon Country, CA 91351. 
Representative: Milton W. Flack, 4311 
Wilshire Blvd., Suite 300, Los Angeles, 
CA 90010. Transporting (1) cosmetics, 
toiletries, and costume jewelry, and (2) 
printed matter and promotional articles 
used in connection with the sale and 
distribution of (1) above, from the 
facilities of Avon Products, Inc., at 
Suffem, NY. and the facilities of 
Regional Consolidators at Hoboken, N], 
to the facilities of Avon Products. Inc., at 
Pasadena, CA, under continuing 
contract(s) with Avon Products, Inc., of 
New York. NY. (Hearing site: Los 
Angeles. CA.) 

Note.—Dual opera Hons may be involved. 
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MC 144011 (Sub-lF). Filed November 2, 
1979. Applicant: HALL SYSTEMS. INC., 
212 South 10th St., Birmingham. AL 
35233. Representative: George M. Boles, 
727 Frank Nelson B. Birmingham. AL 
35203. Transporting (a) iron and steel 
articles, aluminum articles, pipe and 
pipe fittings, hydrants, valves, and 
accessories, and (b) building materials 
between points in AL. GA TN, MS. FL 
and LA. (Hearing site: Birmingham or 
Montgomery. AL) 

MC 144821 (Sub-14F). Bled November 

10.1979. Applicant: CENTURY MOTOR 
LINES. INC.. P.O. Box 15248.1720 Garry 
Ave., Santa Ana. CA 92705. 
Representative: Jack B. Wolfe, 350 
Capitol Life Center. 1600 Sherman St, 
Denver, CO 80203. Transporting frozen 
foodstuffs, from the facilities of Tandem 
Associates, at or near Santa Maria. CA. 
to those points in the US in and east of 
MN. IA. MO, AR. LA and TX. (Hearing 
site: Los Angeles, CA.) 

Note.— Dual operations may be involved. 

MC 144740 (Sub-19F), Bled November 

5.1979. Applicant: L G. DeWITT. INC, 
P.O. Box 70, Ellerbe, NC 2833a 
Representative: Terrence D. Jones. 2033 
K Street, N.W., Suite 300. Washington, 
D.C. 20006. Transporting confectionery 
products and bakery products, in 
vehicles equipped with mechanical 
refrigeration, (1) from Brooklyn. NY, and 
Philadelphia. PA. to Atlanta. GA. 
Chicago, IL Cleveland, OH Dallas. TX. 
Detroit, Ml. Hayward. CA. Jacksonville, 
FL New Orleans. LA, Pennsauken, NJ. 
and Vernon. CA. and (2) from Chicago, 
IL to Atlanta, GA Brooklyn, NY. 
Cleveland. OH. Dallas, TX. Detroit. ML 
Hayward. CA Jacksonville. FL New 
Orleans. LA Pennsauken. NJ. 
Philadelphia. PA. and Vernon, CA 
under continuing contract(s) with Ward 
Johnston. Inc., of New York. NY. 
(Hearing site: Washington. DC.) 

Note.—Dual operations may be involved. 

MC 144910 (Sub-9F), Bled N ovem ber 1, 
1979. Applicant- TYREE D. PRUITT, 
d.b.a. TY PRUITT TRUCKING. 811 
Landay Ave.. Baltimore. MD 21237. 
Representative: Chester A. Zyblut. 366 
Executive Building. 1030 Fifteenth St., 
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20005. 
Transporting paper and paper products 
(except in bulk), from the facilities of 
International Paper Co. at or near 
Corinth and Ticonderoga. NY. to points 
in NJ. PA. OH DE MD, VA. SC. GA FL 
and DC (Hearing site: Washington, DC) 

MC 144910 (Sub-IQF), Bled November 

1.1979. Applicant: TYREE D. PRUITT, 
d.b.a. TY PRUITT TRUCKING. 811 
Landay Ave., Baltimore. MD 21237. 
Representative: Chester A Zyblut, 300 
Executive Bldg., 1030 Fifteenth St N.W„ 
Washington, DC 20005. Transporting (1) 


such commodities as are dealt in or 
distributed by grocery, food, and 
department and food busines houses, 
and (2) materials and supplies used in 
the manufacture and distribution of the 
commodities named in (1) above (except 
in bulk), between those points in the 
United States in and east of ND. SD, NE 
KS, OK. and TX, restricted to the 
transportation of trafBc originating at or 
destined to the facilities of Lever 
Brothers Company. (Hearing site: 
Washington, DC) 

MC 145441 (Sub-78F), Bled November 

13.1979. Applicant: A.C.B. TRUCKING. 
INC. P.O. Box 5130 No. Little Rock. AR 
72119. Representative: Ralph E 
Bradbury (same address as applicant). 
Transporting canned or preserved 
foodstuffs from the facilities of Heinz 
USA at or near Holland, MI to points in 
CA restricted to the transportation of 
traffic originating at the named origin 
and destined to the indicated 
destinations. (Hearing site: Little Rock. 
AR or Detroit. MI.) 

MC 145441 (Sub-79F). Bled November 

7.1979. Applicant: AC.B, TRUCKING 
INC, P.O. Box 513a No. Little Rock. AR 
72119. Representative: Ralph E. 

Bradbury (same address as applicant). 
Transporting juice (except in bulk), from 
Bradenton. FL, to the facilities of 
Coleman Dairy, Inc., at Little Rock. AR. 
(Hearing site: Little Rock. AR. or Dallas. 
TX.) 

MC 145441 (Sub-81 F). Bled November 

13.1979. Applicant: A.C.B. TRUCKING. 
INC, P.O. Box 5130. North Little Rock, 
AR 72119. Representative: Ralph E 
Bradbury (same address as applicant). 
Transporting such commodities as are 
dealt in or used by department stores 
between the facilities of Venture Stores 
in IL IN, LA KS, and MO and those 
points in the U.S. in and east of CO. LA 
MN. NE OK. and TX. (Hearing site: 
Little Rock, AR or St. Louis. MO.) 

Note. —Dual operation may be involved. 
MC 145441 (Sub-82F), Bled November 

8.1979. Applicant: A.CB. TRUCKING. 
INC., P.O. Box 5130. No. Little Rock, AR 
72119. Representative: Ralph E 
Bradbury (same address as applicant). 
Transporting (1) such commodities as 
are dealt in by retail and wholesale 
department stores, and (2) materials, 
equipment and supplies used in their 
manufacture between Caldwell County, 
on the one hand, and on the other, 
points in the United States (except AK 
and HI). (Hearing site: Little Rock, AR, 
or Indianapolis, IN.) 

MC 145540 (Sub-3F). Bled October 28, 
1979. Applicant: VILLAGE MOTORS OF 
CATTARAUGUS COUNTY. INC, 730 
East State St. Olean. NY 14760. 


Representative: S. Michael Richards, 
P.O. Box 225, Webster. NY 14580. 
Transporting (1) foodstuffs and animal 
feed, and (2) materials, supplies and 
equipment used in the production, 
packaging, sale and distribution of the 
above commodities, (except in bulk) 
between Friendship NY on the on hand, 
and. on the other, New York. NY, and 
points in MA PA and NJ. under 
continuing contract(s) with Friendship 
Dairies. Inc., of New York, NY. (Hearing 
site: Buffalo, NY or Rochester, NY). 

MC 145560 (Sub-lOF). Bled November 

13.1979. Applicant: NORTH ALABAMA 
TRANSPORTATION, INC.. P.O. Box 38. 
Ider. AL 35981. Representative: William 
P. Jackson, Jr., 3428 N. Washington 
Blvd., P.O. Box 1240, Arlington, VA 
22210. Transporting: such commodities 
as are dealt in or used by manufacturers 
and distributors of candy (except in 
bulk). (1) between the facilities of 
American Candy Manufacturing 
Company, Inc., at or near Selma, AL on 
the one hand. and. on the other, points 
in the U.S. (except AK, AR, CA CO. HI. 
ID. OR. UT. WA): and (2) from points in 
AZ. CA CO. ID. OR. UT. and WA. to the 
facilities of American Candy 
Manufacturing Company. Inc., at or near 
Selma, AL under a continuing 
contract(s) with American Candy 
Manufacturing Company. Inc., of Selma, 
AL (Hearing site: Birmingham. AL) 

Note.—Dual operations may be involved. 

MC 145641 (Sub-2F). Bled November 

14.1979. Applicant: DIUDO 
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC, 501-551 
West 30th Street New York, NY 10001. 
Representative: E. Stephen Heisley, 805 
McLachlen Bank Bldg., 666 Eleventh 
Street NW.. Washington, DC 20001. 
Transporting (1) iron and steel articles, 
aluminum and aluminum articles; and 
(2) materials, equipment and supplies 
used in the manufacture, sale, 
distribution, or transportation of the 
commodities in (1) above (except 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the U.S. (except AK and HI), under a 
continuing contract(s) with Metal 
Purchasing Company, Inc., of New York, 
NY. (Hearing site: New York. NY.) 

Note. —Applicant is a wholly owned 
subsidiary of Metal Purchasing Company. 
Inc., and seeks to provide contract carrier 
services for its parent. 

MC 145760 (Sub-13F). Filed November 

8.1979. Applicant: JOHNSON 
TRANSPORTATION CO., a corporation. 
1327 Highway 13 North, Columbia. MS 
39429. Representative: Fred W. Johnson, 
Jr.. 1500 Deposit Guaranty Plaza, P.O. 
Box 22628, Jackson. MS 39205. 
Transporting (1) cast iron valves and 
fire hydrants and (2) parts and 
attachments for the commodities in (1) 
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above, from the facilities of American 
Valve ft Hydrant Manufacturing 
Company located at or near Beaumont. 
TX. to points in AL AR, CO, DE, FL 
GA, IL IN. KS. KY. LA. Ml. MS. MO, NJ, 
NM. NC. OH, OK. PA. SC, TN. TX. VA. 
and WV. (Hearing site: Houston, TX. or 
Jackson. MS.) 

MC 145701 (Sub-8F). Wed November 

13.1979. Applicant: D. C TRANSPORT. 
LNC., 916 South Riverside Avenue. St 
Clair. Ml 48079. Representative: James J. 
Sheehan (same address as applicant). 
Transporting (1) commodities as 
are dealt in by wholesale and retail 
chaia grocery, drug and food business 
houses, and (2) materials, equipment 
and supplies used in their manufacture, 
sale and distribution (except in bulk), 
between the facilities of Colgate- 
Palmolive Company, Inc., at 
Jeffersonville, IN, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in IL KY, MI. and 
OH. restricted to traffic originating at 
and destined to the described points. 
(Hearing site: Detroit, Ml or Chicago, IL) 

MC 145701 (Sub-9F)* Wed November 

13.1979. Applicant: D. C. TRANSPORT. 
INC., 910 South Riverside Avenue, St 
Clair, Ml 48079. Representative: James J. 
Sheehan (same address as applicant). 
Transporting (1 )padding, insulation, 
carpeting, fabrics. sound deadening 
material Is. plastics and (2) materials, 
equipment and supplies used in their 
manufacture, sale, or distribution, 
between points in the United States 
(except AK and HI), restricted to traffic 
originating at or destined to the facilities 
of Indian Head Corporation. (Hearing 
site: Detroit Ml or Chicago. IL) 

MC 145870 (Sub-19F). filed November 

13.1979. Applicant: L-J-R HAULING, 
INCORPORATED. P.O. Box 099. Dublin. 
VA 24064. Representative: Wilmer B. 

Hill. 805 McLachlen Bank Bldg., 606 
Eleventh Street NW, Washington, DC 
20001. Transporting (1) cast iron 
pressure pipe, pressure pipe fittings, and 
materials and accessories used in their 
installation and maintenance, and (2) 
costings . from the facilities of Lynchburg 
Foundry Company at or near Radford. 
VA. to points in IL IN. KY. MD. Ml OH, 
TN. WV, and WL (Hearing site: 
Washington, DC) 

MC 145930 (Sub-7F), filed November 
10.1979 Applicant William E. Morog, 
d/b/a JONICK ft CO., 2815 E. Liberty 
Ave., Toledo. OH 44069. Representative: 
Michael M. Briley. P.O. Box 2086, 

Toledo, OH 43603. Transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in or used by 
nonufacturers of glass, plastic, 
china ware and metal products between 
the facilities of Anchor-Hocking Corp., 
and its subsidiaries Araerock, Inc., 
Phoenix Glass, Inc., Moldkraft Inc.. 


Chenango China Company, and Plastics, 
Inc. in FL IL IN. MN, N), OH, PA, TX 
and WY on the one hand, and, on the 
other, those points in the US in and east 
of ND, SD, WY, CO and TX. (Hearing 
site: Toledo, OH or Washington. DC.) 

Note.—Dual operations may be involved. 

MC 146360 (Sub-17F). filed November 

6.1979. Applicant: FLOYD SMITH. JR. 
TRUCKING. INC., P.O. Box 816, 
Meridian. ID 83642. Representative: 
Timothy R. Stivers. P.O. Box 162, Boise, 
ID 83701. Transporting crushed 
limestone, in bags, from (1) ports of 
entry on the International boundary line 
between the United States and Canada 
in ID and WA, and (2) the facilities of 
Chemical Distributors at or near (a) 
Seattle, WA. and (b) Portland. OR, to 
points in ID, OR, and WA. (Hearing site: 
Boise. ID or Portland OR.) 

MC 146451 (Sub-12F), filed November 

2.1979. Applicant: WHATLEY-WILTI’E, 
INC, 230 Ross Clark Circle, N.E.. 

Dothan, AL 36302. Representative: 
William K. Martin, Post Office Box 2066, 
Montgomery, AL 36103. Transporting 
rubber tires and tubes, and automotive 
wheels and accessories, from those 
points in the United States in and east of 
ND. SD. NR, KS. OK. and TX to the 
facilities of Wall Tire Distributors. Inc., 
at or near (a) Dothan. AL and (b) 

Warner Robins, GA. (Hearing site: 
Montgomery or Dothan. AL) 

MC 146550 (Sub- 2F), filed November 
16,1079. Applicant PETERSEN 
NORTHWEST CORP.. 21841 Pacific 
Hwy. South, Midway, WA 98188. 
Representative: Ronald P. Erickson. 2120 
Pacific Bldg., Seattle, WA 96104. 
Transporting modular mobile office 
units from points Boise, and Nampa, ID, 
Salem, OR, and Woodland. CA. to 
points in Bellingham. Everett, Seattle. 
Spokane. Tacoma, Wenatchee, 

Richland. Aberdeen, Hoquiam and 
Vancouver, WA, under a continuing 
contracts) with Design Space 
International of Midway, WA. (Hearing 
site: Seattle, WA.) 

MC 146601 (Sub-6F), filed November 

14.1979. Applicant: POTEAT MOTOR 
LINES, INC.. 522 121h Avenue. S.W., 
Hickory. NC 26601. Representative: 
Robert D. Hoagland, 1204 Cameron 
Brown Bldg., 301 S. McDowell St., 
Charlotte. NC 28204. Transporting 
pulpboard and fibreboard, from the 
facilities of Chesapeake Paperboard 
Company at Baltimore. MD to points in 
NC on and west of U.S. Hwy. 1. (Hearing 
site: Baltimore, MD or Washington, DC) 

MC 146891 (Sub-2F), filed November 5, 
1979. Applicant: A ft C EXPRESS. INC.. 
4807 Milibrooke Road, Albany. GA 
31701. Representative: Sol H. Proctor, 


1101 Blackstone Building, Jacksonville. 
FL Transporting (1) Paper, paper 
products, cellulose products and (2) 
materials, equipment and supplies used 
in the manufacture thereof (except in 
bulk), between the facilities of the 
Procter ft Gamble Paper Products 
Company at or near Albany, GA, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in FL 
under continuing contract(s) with The 
Procter ft Gamble Paper Products 
Company, of Cincinnati. OH. (Hearing 
site: Jacksonville, FL or Atlanta, GA.) 

MC 147030 (Sub-2F). filed November 5, 
1979. Applicant: GEORGE C. GUY. an 
individual d.b.a. GUY, TRUCKING 
Avenue. MD 20609. Representative: 
Edward N. Button. 580 Northern Avenue. 
Hagerstown. MD 21740. Transporting 
malt beverages , from Newark, NJ, and 
Williamsburg, VA. to points in St. Marys 
County, MD. under continuing 
contract(s) with Guy Distributing 
Company, Inc^ of Leonardtown, MD. 
(Hearing site: Leonardtown, MD.) 

MC 147050. (Sub-9F)* filed November 

14.1979. Applicant: PETER HOLMAN 
TRUCKING. INCORPORATED, 3504 
South Federal Highway, Fort Pierce. FL 
33450. Representative: Dwight L 
Koierber, Jr„ 805 McLachlen Bank 
Building., 606 Eleventh St.. N.W„ 
Washington. D.C 20001. Transporting (lj 
pegboard hooks and display units from 
Hialeah, FL to points in the U.S. (except 
AK and HI] and. (2) materials, 
equipment and supplies (except 
commodities in bulk) used in the 
production of pegboard hooks and 
display units in the reverse direction. 
(Hearing site: Miami. Florida.) 

Note.—Dual operations may be involved 

MC 147051 (Sub-2), filed November 8. 
1979. Applicant: PALMER FARMS. INCL, 
Rt. 1. Box 317, Cambridge. MD 21613. 
Representative: David A. Stitherlund, 
1150 Connecticut Ave.. NW. Suite 400. 
Washington, DC 20036. Transporting: 
feed and feed ingredients between 
points in DE, MD. NJ. NC, PA. VA and 
WV. on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in DE, IL IN. IA, KY. MD, ML ME. 
NM. NE, NJ. NY. NC OH. PA, VA. WV, 
WI and DC. under a continuing 
contract(s) with Wilbur Ellis Co. of 
Salisbury, MD; Perdue, Inc. of Salisbury, 
MD; Zapata-Haynie Corp. of Houston. 
TX; Haynie. Inc. of Salisbury. MD: and 
Byproducts, Inc. of Wilimgton, DE. 
(Hearing site: Washington. DC.) 

MC 147081 (Sub-4F). filed November 

16.1979. Applicant: HOYA EXPRESS, 
INC. P.O. Box 543. R. D. #2, West 
Middlesex. PA 16159. Representative: 
Henry M. Wick. Jr., 2310 Grant Building. 
Pittsburgh, PA 152ia Transporting (1) 
glassware, electric lamps, electric 








18188 


Federal Register / Vol. 45, No. 56 / Thursday, March 20, 1980 / Notices 


lighting fixtures, ballast, and batteries, 
and (2) materials and supplies used in 
the manufacture of the commodities 
described In (1) above. (A) between 
Lexinaton, KY on the one hand. and. on 
the other. Newark. NJ. Bellevue, 
Cleveland. Warren, and Youngstown. 
OH. and Winchester. VA and (2) 
between Logan. OH and Pickaway 
County, OH on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in CT. MD. MA NJ. NY, 
PA. RJ, VA, and WV. (Hearing site: 
Washington. D.C. or Pittsburgh. PA.). 

MC 147831 (Sub-7F), filed November 8, 
1979. Applicant: CENTRAL STATES 
EXPRESS. CMC., P.O. Box 2464. Jackson, 
TN 38301. Representative: Abraham A. 
Diamond. 29 South LaSalle. St*. Chicago, 
IL 60603. Transporting hot melt 
adhesives from Jackson, TN. to points in 
IL, IN, and OH. Condition: The person or 
persons engaged in common control of 
applicant and another regulated carrier 
must file an application for approval 
under 49 U.S.C. § 11343, or submit an 
affidavit indicating why such approval 
is unnecessary. (Hearing site: Jackson, 
TN.). 

MC 148131 (Sub-IF), filed November 2, 
1979. Applicant: JAMTRAN, INC. P.O. 
Box 57 St. Hilaire, MD 56754. 
Representative: Gene P. Johnson. P.O. 
Box 2471, Fargo. ND 58106. Transporting 
prestressed concrete products from the 
facilities of Concrete. Inc., at Grand 
Forks, ND, to points in MN. SD. WI. and 
the Upper Peninsula of ML Condition: 
The person or persons engaged in 
common control of applicant and 
another regulated carrier must file an 
application for approval under 49 U.S.C. 

S 11343, or submit an affidavit indicating 
why such approval is unnecessary. 
(Hearing site: Fargo, ND. or 
Minneapolis, MN.). 

MC 148181 (Sub-2F). filed November 

19.1979. Applicant: SALEM TRUCKING 
CO.. Rd. #1. Franklin. ME 14634. 
Representative: Alan Kahn, 1920 Two 
Penn Center Plaza, Philadelphia. PA 
19102. Transporting (1) Pipe, pipe 
fittings, conduit couplings , and (2) 
building materials . and (3) materials 
and supplies used in the manufacture, 
distribution and installation of the 
commodities named in (1) above (except 
commodities in bulk), between the 
facilities of CertainTeed Corporation in 
Ambler and York. PA. and Williamsport. 
MD. on the one hand. and. on the other, 
points in MA. ME. NH and VT. under a 
continuing contract(s) with CertainTeed 
Corporation of Blue Bell. PA. (Hearing 
site: Philadelphia. PA or Washington. 
DC.). 

MC 148260 (Sub-F), filed September 

10.1979. Applicant: LA GRANDE 
MOVING & SHIPPING. INC. 538 East 


134th Street, Bronx. NY 10455. 
Representative: John L Alfa no. 550 
Mamaroneck Avenue. Harrison, NY 
10528. Transporting household goods as 
defined by the Commission between 
New York. NY, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in CT. NJ, and NY. 
restricted to traffic moving in foreign 
commerce. (Hearing site: New York, 
NY.). 

MC 148271F. filed September 17.1979. 
Applicant: ENTERPRISE SERVICE 
COMPANY. INC. 2210 S. Olden Ave., 
Trenton, NJ 06610. Representative: 
Arthur J. Diskin. 806 Frick Bldg.. 
Pittsburgh, PA 15219. Transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in or used by 
manufacturers of home products, 
between the facilities of Amway 
Corporation at Somerville and Dayton, 
NJ, on the one band, and, on the other 
points in NY, MA. RI. and VT, under 
continuing contract(s) with Amway 
Corporation, of Dayton, NJ. (Hearing 
site: Phaladelphia, PA or Washington, 
DC.) 

MC 148400 (Sub*4F). filed November 2, 
1979. Applicant: ORVILLE E 
VAUGHAN AND KATHLEEN V. 
VAUGHAN d.b a. SUN VALLEY TANK 
LINES. 64 Laporte Drive. Route 3, Mars, 
PA 16046. Representative: William A. 
Gray, 2310 Grant Building. Pittsburgh, 

PA 15219. Transporting animal fats, 
tallow, grease, vegetable oils , and fatty 
acids , in bulk, in tank vehicles, (1) 
between Philadelphia, PA. on the one 
hand, and. on the other, those points in 
the United States in and east of MN, IA. 
MO. AR and LA, and between Unville, 
VA on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in IN and IL. under continuing 
contract(s) with Jacob Stern & Sons. Inc. 
of Jenkintown. PA. (Hearing site: 
Pittsburgh, PA or Washington. DC.) 

MC 148631 (Sub-1 F). filed November 6. 
1979. Applicant JOSE A. ROMAN, (an 
individual), 810 N. Maplewood Ave., 
Chicago. IL 60622. Representative: 
Anthony E Young. 29 S. LaSalle St.. 

Suite 350, Chicago. IL 60603. 
Transporting such commodities as are 
used or dealt in by manufacturers and 
dealers of lawn and garden machinery, 
equipment and supplies, (a) from 
Brillion, Wl to Chicago. IL and (b) from 
Chicago, IL to points In Indiana on and 
north of US Hwy. 74. (Hearing site: 
Chicago, IL) 

MC 148640F, filed November 8,1979. 
Applicant: M & M TRANSPORT, a 
Division of MICH MARINE DIST. CO.. 
INC., 4020 West River Dr., Comstock 
Park, MI 49321. Representative: Edward 
Malinzak. 900 Old Kent Bldg., Grand 
Rapids, MI 49503. Contract carrier, 
transporting boats and boating 
materials , between points in MI, MO, 


AR. LA OK, TX. NM, AZ. CA NV. UT. 
and CO. under continuing contract(s) 
with Century Boat Company, of 
Manistee, MI. and Four Winns, of 
Cadillac, Ml. (Hearing site: Lansing, Mi 
or Chicago, IL) 

MC 148641F. filed November 8.1979. 
Applicant: GEORGE WILLIAM NEAL 
Star Route. Conner, MT, 59827. 
Representative: Gail Hafner Goheen, PO 
Box 389, Hamilton, MT 59840. 
Transporting precut log buildings, and 
materials, components, equipment , and 
supplies used in the construction, 
installation, and erection of precut log 
buildings. (1) from the facilities of 
Montana Sundown, Inc., d/b/a/ Rocky 
Mountain Log Homes located at or near 
Ravalli County, MT. to points in the 
United States (except AK and HI) and 
(2) from the facilities of Timber 
Utilization, Inc., located at or near 
Mineral County. MT. to points in the 
United States (except AK and HI). 
(Hearing site: Missoula, MT.) 

Motor Carrier of Passengers 

MC 541 (Sub-IQF), filed November 2, 
1979. Applicant: THE NEW BRITAIN 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 257 
Woodlawn Road, Berlin. CT 06037. 
Representative: Jeffery A Vogelmun. 
Suite 400, Overlook Bldg., 6121 lincolnia 
Road, Alexandria. VA 22312. 
Transporting (1) Passengers and their 
baggage . in special operations, 
beginning and ending at Berlin, Bristol, 
New Britain, Plainville, and Southington, 
CT and extending to points in the United 
States in and east of the western 
borders of Minnesota, Iowa. Missouri. 
Arkansas, and Louisiana, and (2) 
Passengers and their baggage, in charter 
operations, beginning and ending at 
Berlin. CT and extending to points in the 
United States (except Alaska and 
Hawaii). (Hearing site: Hartford. CT or 
Waterbury. CT.) 

Volume No. 67 

Derided: Feb. 21.198a 

By the Commission. Review Board Number 
1. Members Carle ton. Joyce end Jones. 

MC 200 (Sub-41lF), filed October 31. 
1979. Applicant: RISS INTERNATIONAL 
CORPORATION. 903 Grand Avenue, 
Kansas City. MO 64106. Representative: 
H. Lynn Davis (same address as 
applicant). Transporting (1 ) general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, motor vehicles, 
commodities which because of size and 
weight require special equipment, and 
commodities in bulk), in containers, or 
In trailers, and (2) empty containers and 
trailers, between points in the United 
States (including AK and HI), restricted 
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to the transportation of traffic having a 
prior or subsequent movement by water. 
(Hearing site: Kansas City. MO.) 

MC 200 (Sub-420F). filed December 3, 
1379. Applicant: RJSS INTERNATIONAL 
CORPORATION, 903 Grand Ave., 

Kansas City. MO 84106. Representative: 
H. Lynn Davis (same address as 
applicant). Transporting ferrous 
sulphate (except in bulk), from the 
facilities of Quality Chemicals Limited 
at or near Baltimore, MD. to points in 
the United States (except AK and HI), 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at the named facilities and 
destined to the indicated destinations. 
(Hearing site: Kansas City. MO.) 

MC 200 (Sub-421F). filed December 3. 
1979, Applicant: R1SS INTERNATIONAL 
CORPORATION. 903 Grand Ave„ 

Kansas City, MO 64106. Representative: 
1L Lynn Davis (same address as 
applicant). Transporting plastic caps, 
between Leominster, MA. and Danville, 
IL (Hearing site: Kansas City, MO.) 

MC 200 (Sub-424F), filed December 19, 
1979. Applicant: RISS INTERNATIONAL 
CORPORATION, 903 Grand Ave., 

Kansas City, MO 64100. Representative: 
H. Lynn Davis (same address as 
applicant). Transporting petfoods, 
between Clinton, LA. and Terre Haute. 

IN. (Hearing site: Kansas City. MO.) 

MC 200 (Sub425F), filed December 10, 
1979. Applicant: RISS INTERNATIONAL 
CORPORATION, 903 Grand Ave.. 

Kansas City. MO 64106. Representative: 
H. Lynn Davis (same address as 
applicant). Transporting plastic pipe and 
fittings, from the facilities of Can-Tex, 

Ind. at or near Rolla, MO, to points in 
AL AR. AZ, CA CO. FL. GA. ID. IL, IN. 
KS. KY. LA, MI. MN. MS, MT, NC, ND, 
NE, NM. NY. OH. OK, OR PA, SC SD. 
TN. TX, WA WI. and WY. restricted to 
the transportation of traffic originating 
at the named origin and destined to the 
indicated destinations. (Hearing site: 
Kansas City. MO.) 

MC 531 (Sub-434F), filed December 4, 
1979. Applicant: YOUNGER 
BROTHERS, INC, 4904 Griggs Road 
(P O. Box 14048). Houston, TX 77021. 
Representative: Wray R Hughes (same 
address as applicant). Transporting 
liquid chemicals, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from the facilities of Monsanto 
C°,. at or near Chocolate Bayou, Texas 
City, and Houston. TX. to those points in 
the United States in and east of LA, AR, 
MO, IA. and MN. (Hearing site: 

Houston, TX.) 

MC 531 (Sub-435F), filed December 4, 
1979. Applicant: YOUNGER 
BROTHERS, INC., 4904 Griggs Road 
(P 0. Box 14048). Houston. TX 77021. 
Representative: Wray E. Huges (same 


address as applicant). Transporting 
vegetable oils and vegetable oil 
products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
between the facilities of Hunt Wesson 
Oil Co., at Harvey and Gretna, LA to 
points in the United States (except AK 
and HI), restricted to the transportation 
of traffic originating at or destined to the 
named facilities. (Hearing site: New 
Orleans, LA.) 

MC 531 (Sub-440F), filed December 26, 
1979. Applicant: YOUNGER 
BROTHERS, INC., 4904 Griggs Road 
(P.O. Box 14048). Houston. TX 77021. 
Representative: Wray R Huges (same 
address as applicant). Transporting dry 
chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Baton Rouge. LA, to points in CT. 
DR IL, IN. IA. KY. MR MD. MA. Ml. 

MN, MO. NR NJ. NY. NC. OR PA. Rl 
SC VT, VA WV. and WI. (Hearing site: 
Houston, TX. or New Orleans. LA.) 

MC 720 (Sub-75F). filed December 28. 
1979. Applicant: BIRD TRUCKING 
COMPANY. L\G, P.O. Box 227. 

Waupun. WI 53963. Representative: 
James A. Spiegel, Olde Towne Office 
Park. 6425 Odana Road, Madison, WI 
53719. Transporting (a) foodstuffs, and 
(b) materials, equipment, and supplies 
used in the manufacture and distribution 
of foodstuffs (except commodities in 
bulk), between Battle Creek. MI. on the 
one hand, and. on the other hand, points 
in IL. IN, and WL restricted to 
transportation performed to and from 
the facilities of Kellogg Company, Battle 
Creek. ML (Hearing site: Madison. WL) 

MC 730 (Sub-483F), filed December 3, 
1979. Applicant: PACIFIC 
INTERMOUNT AIN EXPRESS. CO., a 
corporation. 25 North Via Monte, 

Walnut Creek. CA 9459a 
Representative: R. N. Cooledge (same 
address as applicant). Transporting 
petroleum lubricating oil, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from San Diego, CA to 
Atlanta, GA Piscataway. NJ, Houston, 
TX, and Stoughton, WI. (Hearing site: 

Los Angeles or San Diego, CA.) 

MC 2860 (Sub-193F), filed December 7. 
1979. Applicant: NATIONAL FREIGHT. 
INC., 71 West Park Avenue. Vineland, 

NJ 08360. Representative: Peter J. 

Nickles, 888 Sixteenth Street NW. f 
Washington, D.C. 20006. Transporting (1) 
containers, container closures, 
container components, glassware, and 
packaging products, (2) scrap materials, 
and (3) materials, equipment and 
supplies used in the manufacture, and 
distributing of the described in (1) above 
commodities (except commodities in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, and those which 
because of size or weight, require the 
use of special equipment), between 
points in the U.S. (except AK and HI), 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 


originating at or destined to the facilities 
of Owens-Illinois. Inc- (Hearing site: 
Washington. DC.) 

MC 2900 (Sub-4O0F), filed December 3. 
1979. Aplicant: RYDER TRUCK LINES, 
INC.. 2050 Kings Road, P.O. Box 2408. 
Jacksonville. FL 32203. Representative: 

S. E. Somers. Jr. (same address as 
applicant). Over regular routes, 
transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, commodities in 
bulk, those requiring special equipment, 
and household goods as defined by the 
Commission) (1) Between Duluth. MN. 
and St. Louis. MO, over US Hwy 61; (2) 
Between St. Cloud. MN. and Ottumwa, 
LA. from St. Cloud over US Hwy 52 to 
Rochester. MN. then over US Hwy 63 to 
Ottumwa, and return over the same 
route: (3) Between Minneapolis. MN, 
and Kansas City, MO. from Minneapolis 
over US Hwy 65 to Princeton. MO, then 
over US Hwy 138 to function US Hwy 69 
then over US Hwy 69 to Kansas City, 
(also from Albert Lea. MN over US Hwy 
69 to Kansas City, MO), and return over 
the same route: (4) Between 
Minneapolis, MN. and Milwaukee, WL 

(а) from Minneapolis over US Hwy 12 to 
junction WI Hwy 29. then over WI Hwy 
29 to junction US Hwy 141, then over US 
Hwy 141 to Milwaukee, and return over 
the same route, and (b) over Interstate 
Hwy 94; (5) Between Albert Lea, MN, 
and Toledo, OR over Interstate Hwy 90; 

(б) Between Wausaw, WI. and 
Bloomington. IL, over US Hwy 51; (7) 
Between Wittenberg. WI. and Fond du 
Lac, WI, over US Hwy 45; (8) Between 
Green Bay. WL and Milwaukee, WI. 
over US Hwy 41; (9) Between 
Owatonna, MN. and Madison, WI, over 
US Hwy 14; (10) Between Waterloos, LA 
and Iowa City. IA. over US Hwy 218; 

(11) Between Cedar Rapids. IA and 
Madison, WL over US Hwy 151; (12) 
Between Des Moines, IA, and 
Oskaloosa. IA over LA Hwy 163; (13) 
Between Osceola. IA and Galesburg, IL, 
over US Hwy 34; (14) Between Omaha, 
NR and Peoria. IL. from Omaha over US 
Hwy 6 to Davenport. LA. then over US 
Hwy 150 to Peoria, and return over the 
same route; (15) Between Milwaukee, 

WI. and Beloit. WL over WI Hwy 15; 

(16) Between Dubuque, IA and 
Davenport. IA, from Dubuque over US 
Hwy 52 to Clinton. IA, then over US 
Hwy 67 to Davenport, and return over 
the same route; (17) Between Ludington, 
MI. and Detroit, MI. from Ludington over 
US Hwy 10 to Flint, ML then over MI 
Hwy 21 to Port Huron. MI. then over US 
Hwy 25 to Detroit, and return over the 
same route; (18) Between South Bend, 

IN, and Ludington. MI. over US Hwy 31; 

J19) Between Clare, MI. and Ft. Wayne, 
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IN, over US Hwy 27: (20) Between 
Lansing. Ml. and junction US Hwyt 127 
and 20, over US Hwy 127: (21) Between 
Muskegon. ML and Lansing. MI. over 
Interstate Hwy 96; (22) Between 
Holland. ML and Grand Rapids, Ml. 
over Interstate Hwy 196: and (23) 
Between Jackson. Ml. and junction 
Interstate Hwy a 90 and 131. from 
Jackson over Interstate Hwy 94 to 
Kalamazoo. ML then over US Hwy 131 
to junction Interstate Hwy 90. and return 
over the same route. (Hearing site: 
Chisago, IL Detroit. ML or Kansas City. 
MO.) 

Note,—Service over routes (1) through (23) 
is authorized at all intermediate points and at 
all off-route points in (a) IA. in Cerro Gordo 
and Pottawattamie Counties and in and east 
of Dubuque. Delaware, Buchanan. Black 
Hawk. Grundy, Hardin. Hamilton, Webster. 
Boone. Dellas. Warren. Marion. Mahaska. 
Wapello. Jefferson. Henry and Lee Counties; 
(b) Ml in and south of Mason. Lake, Osceola. 
Clare. Midland. Bay. Tuscola, Lapeer and St. 
Clair Counties: (c) MN in and east of Chicago. 
Isanti Sherburne. Benton. Steams, 

Kandiyohi Renville. Brown. Blue Earth, and 
Faribault Counties; and (d) W1 in and south 
of St Croix. Dunn. Chippewa. Clark. 
Marathon, Shawano. Brown and Manitowoc 
Counties. Applicant Intends to tack with its 
existing authorities. 

MC 11220 (Sub~184F), Bled December 

3.1979. Applicant: GORDONS 
TRANSPORTS. INC. 185 West 
McLemore Ave., Memphis, TN 38101. 
Representative: James J. Emigh, P.O. Box 
59. Memphis, TN 38101. Transporting 
general commodities (except those of 
unusual value, classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment), between the facilities of 
Babcock and Wilcox Co., at or near 
West Point. MS, on the one hand and. on 
the other, points in AL AR. GA. IL IN. 
IA. KS, KY. LA ML MN. MO. OR OK. 
PA. TN. TX. WL and WV. restricted to 
the transportation of traffic originating 
at or destined to the named facilities. 
(Hearing site: Memphis. TN.) 

MC 11220 (Sub-168F), filed December 

6.1979. Applicant: GORDONS 
TRANSPORTS, INC, 185 West 
McLemore Ave., Memphis. TN 38101. 
Representative: James J. Emigh. P.O. Box 
59. Memphis. TN 38101. Transporting 
general commodities (except those of 
unusual value, classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment), serving Pell City. AL as an 
ofT-route point in connection with 
carrier’s authorized regular-route 
operations from and to Birmingham, AL 
(Hearing site: Birmingham. AL) 


MC 11220 (Sub-190F). Filed December 

17.1979. Applicant: CORDONS 
TRANSPORTS. INC. 185 W. McLemore 
Ave. Memphis. TN 38101. 
Representative: James J. Emigh, P.O. Box 
59. Memphis. TN 38101. Transporting 
general commodities (except those of 
unusual values, classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment), between the facilities of 
C1BA-CEIGY Corporation at (1) 
Birmingham and Mobile, AL (2) Baton 
Rouge, Port Allen and SL Gabriel. LA. 

(3) Jackson. MS. and (4) Memphis. TN. 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
Louisville. KY and points in IL IN, 1A. 
MN. OR WL those in Lancaster. Cass, 
Sarpy. Douglas. Saunders, Dodge and 
Washington Counties, NE, and those in 
Shelby County. TN, restricted to the 
transportation of shipments originating 
at or destined to the facilities of CIBA- 
GEIGY Corporation. Condition: If this 
application ia granted, applicant 
requests coincidental cancellation of its 
Sub-183 certificate. (Hearing site: 
Washington. DC) 

MC 11220 (Sub-192F), filed December 

27.1979. Applicant: GORDONS 
TRANSPORTS. INC, 185 W. McLemore 
Ave„ Memphis, TN 38101. 
Representative: James J. Emigh. P.O. Box 
59, Memphis, TN 38101. Over regular 
routes, transporting general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
between Fort Wayne, IN and Warsaw. 
IN. over U.S. Hwy 30, serving all 
intermediate points. (Hearing site: 
Indianapolis, IN.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to join the 
requested route with existing regular routes 
at Fort Wayne, IN. 

MC 13700 (Sub-llF), filed December 3, 
1979. Applicant: ROOKS TRANSFER 
LINES, INC., 650 East 16th St.. Holland, 
MI 49423. Representative: Neil R. 
Wimbush (same address as applicant). 
Over regular routes, transporting 
genera! commodities (except those of 
unusual value, classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment) between Chicago. IL and 
Milwaukee, WI, over Interstate Hwy. 94. 
serving all intermediate points and 
points in Kenosha and Racine Counties, 
Wl, as off-route points in connection 
with carriers regular-route operations, 
restricted against the transportation of 
traffic originating at Chicago, and 
destined to Milwaukee, and vice versa. 


(Hearing site: Milwaukee. WL or 
Chicago, IL) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack and 
interline. 

MC 18121 (Sub-29F). filed June 21. 
1979. Applicant ADVANCE 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a 
corporation. P.O. Box 719. Milwaukee, 
Wl 53201. Representative: Wayne W. 
Wilson. 150 East Gilman St., Madison. 
WI 53703. Transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in or used by 
manufacturers of grading and road 
making equipment and tractors (except 
commodities in bulk) between 
Milwaukee. WL Joliet Aurora. Morton. 
Mossville, Mapleton. Peoria, Decatur, 
and Rock Island. IL and points in Scott 
County, LA. (Hearing site: Milwaukee or 
Madison. WL) 

Note,— Dual operations may be involved. 

MC 35320 (Sub-414F). filed December 

5.1979. Applicant TXMJS.-DC INCL 
2598 74th Street. P.O. Box No. 2550. 
Lubbock. TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Transporting general 
commodities, (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of the Bumdy 
Corporation at or near Lincoln, NR as 
an off-route point in connection with 
carrier's otherwise authorized regular- 
route operations. (Hearing site: Boston, 
MA or Washington, DC.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack with its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-415F). filed December 

5.1979. Applicant: T.LM.E.-DC INC. 
2598 74th Street. P.O. Box #2550, 
Lubbock. TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Transporting general 
commodities, (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of Phelps Doge 
Corp. at or near Starkville. MS, as an 
off-route point in connection with 
carrier's otherwise authorized regular- 
route operations. (Hearing Site: 
Memphis, TN. or Washington. DC.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack with its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-410F)« filed December 

5.1979. Applicant: T.I.M.E.-DC INC, 
2598 74th Street. P.O. Box #2550, 
Lubbock, TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Transporting genera! 
commodities , (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
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Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment}, 
serving the facilities of the U.S. 

Chemical Corp. of Wisconsin at or near 
Watertown. WI. as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing Site: Milwaukee, WI or 
Chicago. IL) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack with its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-417F), filed December 

5.1979. Applicant: TXM.E.-DG INC., 
2598 74th Street. P.O. Box #2550, 
Lubbock, TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth C. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Transporting genera! 
commodities, (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of AAA Coffee 
Service at or near Ralls. TX. as an off- 
route point in connection with carrier's 
otherwise authorized regular-route 
operations. (Hearing Site: Lubbock, TX 
or Dallas, TX.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack with its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-418F), filed December 

5.1979. Applicant: T.I.M.E.-DC INC. 
2598 74th Street. P.O. Box #2550. 
Lubbock, TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Transporting general 
commodities, (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of Hubbard Muffler 
at or near East Prairie, MO. as an off- 
route point in connection with carrier's 
otherwise authorized regular-route 
operations. (Hearing Site: Memphis. TN. 
or Washington. DC.) 

Not®.—Applicant Intends to tack with its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-420F), filed December 

7.1979. Applicant: T.I.M.E.-DC, INC.. 
2598 74th Street. P.O. Box #2550, 
Lubbock, TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Transporting general 
commodities, (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities In bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of Stanley Muffler, 
at or near East Prairie, MO. as an off- 
route point In connection with carrier's 
otherwise authorized regular-route 
operations. (Hearing Site: Memphis. TN, 
or Washington, DC.) 

Nota^Applicant Intends to tack with its 
•xiiting authority. 


MC 35320 (Sub-421F), filed December 

7,1979. Applicant: T.I.M.E.-DC INC. 
2598 74th Street P.O. Box No. 255a 
Lubbock. TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Transporting general 
commodities, (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of the Essex Franke 
Company, at or near New Madrid, MO. 
as an off-route point in connection with 
carrier's otherwise authorized regular- 
route operations. (Hearing site: 
Memphis, TN and Washington. DC.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack with 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-422F), filed December 

7.1979. Applicant: T.I.M.E.-DC INC, 
2598 74th Street. P.O. Box No. 2550. 
Lubbock, TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Transporting general 
commodities, (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of the E. R. Moore 
Co., at or near Osceola. AR, as an off- 
route point in connection with carrier's 
otherwise authorized regular route 
operations. (Hearing site: Memphis, TN, 
or Washington, DC.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack with 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-423F), filed December 

7.1979. Applicant: TJALE.-DC, INC, 
2598 74th Street, P.O. Box No. 2550. 
Lubbock. TX 79408, Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Transporting general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A And B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of the Burkart 
Randall Div. of Textron, Inc. at or near 
Blytheville, AR as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Memphis, TN, or 
Washington. DC.) 

Not®.—Applicant intends to tack with 
•xisting authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-424F)» filed December 

7.1979. Applicant: T.I.M.E-DC INC, 
2598 74th Street. P.O. Box No. 2550. 
Lubbock. TX 79408. Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Transporting general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 


those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of the Vemco 
Corp,, Division of Emerson Electric at or 
near Newport. TN as an off-route point 
in connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Knoxville. TN, or 
Washington. DC.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-425F). filed December 

14.1979. Applicant: T.I.M.E.-DC INC. 
2598 74th Street. P.O. Box No. 2550. 
Lubbock. TX 79408, Representative: 
Kenneth G. Thomas (same address as 
applicant). Transporting general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value. Classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of the Vermont 
Structural Slate Co.. Inc. at or near Fair 
Haven. VT, as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Syracuse, NY or 
Washington, DC.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
•xisting authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-445F). filed December 

17.1979. Applicant: T.LM.E.-DG INC., 
2598 74th St.. P.O. Box #2550. Lubbock, 
TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities, 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), between the 
facilities of Sheaffer Eaton Textron, at 
or near Ft. Madison, LA, on the one 
hand. and. on the other, points in the 
United States (except AK and HI). 
(Hearing site: St Louis. MO. or 
Washington. DC.) 

MC 35320 (Sub-448F), filed December 

17.1979. Applicant: T.I.M.E.-DC INC., 
2598 74th St.. P.O. Box #2550, Lubbock, 
TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities, 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Parker Kaion Corporation, an Emhart 
Unit, at or near Campbellsvllle, KY. as 
an off-route point in connection with 
carrier's otherwise authorized regular- 
route operations. (Hearing site: 
Louisville. KY. or Washington, DC.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-455F). filed December 

17,1979. Applicant: T.I.M.E.-DC, INC, 
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2598 74th St. P.O. Box *2550, Lubbock, 
TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting genera! commodities. 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of the Glidden Paint Co. at or near 
Decatur. AL as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Chattanooga. TN, or 
Washington. DC.) 

Note.—'Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-456F), filed December 

17.1979. Applicant: T.I.M.R-DC, INC.. 
2590 74th St. P.O. Box #2550, Lubbock. 
TX 79406. Representative: Kenneth C. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting generaJ commodities. 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of General Hydraulics Corp. at or near 
Huntsville, AL, as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Chattanooga. TN or 
Washington. DC.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-457F), filed December 

17.1979. Applicant TJ.M.E.-DC. INC., 
2598 74th SL P.O. Box #2550. Lubbock. 
TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities. 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Wright Products Inc. at or near Rice 
Lake, WL as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Minneapolis. MN. or 
Chicago. IL) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-458F), filed December 

21.1979. Applicant: TJM.E.-DC, INC, 
2598 74th Street. P.O. Box 2550. Lubbock. 
TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address at applicant). 
Transporting general commodities , 
(except those of unusual value. Classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of DAB. Industries. Inc. at or near 
Athens, AL, as an off-route point in 


connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular route operations. 
(Hearing site: Chattanooga. TN, or 
Washington, DC.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-459F), filed December 

21.1979. Applicant: T.I.M.E.-DC, INC, 
2596 74th Street, P.O. Box 2550. Lubbock, 
TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities. 
(except those of unusual value. Classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Intervinyls, Inc., at or near Muscle 
Shoals, AL. as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Chattanooga. TN. or 
Washington, DC) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-480F). filed December 

21.1979. Applicant: TJ.M^.-DC. INC, 
2598 74th Street, P.O. Box 2550, Lubbock, 
TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities. 
(except those of unusual value, Gasses 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
sp ecial equipment), serving the facilities 
of GTE Automatic Electric Co„ at or 
near Huntsville. AL as an off-route 
point in connection with carrier's 
otherwise authorized regular-route 
operations. (Hearing site: Chattanooga. 
TN. or Washington, DC) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-40lF), filed December 

21.1979. Applicant: T.LM.E.-DC, INC, 
2598 74th Street, P.O. Box 2550, Lubbock, 
TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth C. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities. 
(except those of unusual value. Gasses 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Sterling Tire and Rubber Co., at or 
near Tuscumbia. AL and the Yale 
Industrial Tire Center, Division of 
Sterling Tire and Rubber Co., at or near 
Muscle Shoals, AL as an off-route point 
In connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Chattanooga, TN, or 
Washington. DC.) 

Not*.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-482F), filed December 

21.1979. Applicant: TJ.M.E.-DC. INC, 


2598 74th Street, P.O. Box 2550. Lubbock, 
TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities . 
(except those of unusual value, Gasses 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of the General Electric Company, at or 
near Portland. ME, as an off-route point 
in connection with carrier’s otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Boston, MA. or 
Washington, DC) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-502F), filed December 

27,1979. Applicant: TJ.M.E.-DC. INC. 
2598 74th St.. P.O. Box 2550, Lubbock. 

TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities. 
(except those of unusual value. Gasses 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Hereford Construction Co., at or near 
Huntsville. AL as an off-route point in 
connection with corner's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Chattanooga. TN. or 
Washington, DC.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-503F). filed December 

27,1979. Applicant: T.LMJL-DC INC. 
2598 74th St. P.O. Box 2550, Lubbock. 

TX 79406. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities. 
(except those of unusual value. Gasses 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Delta Automotive, Inc., at or near 
Sheffield. AL as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Chattanooga, TN. or 
Washington, DC.) 

Note.—Applicant Intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-506F). filed December 

27,1979. Applicant: T.LM.E.-DC, INC.. 
2598 74th St. P.O. Box 2550. Lubbock. 

TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities. 
(except those of unusual value. Gasses 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Northstar Steel, Inc., at or near 
Manchester, NH. as an off-route point in 








Federal Register / Vol. 45, No. 56 / Thursday, March 20, 1980 / Notices_18193 


connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Boston. MA. or 
Washington. DC.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-510F). Bled December 

26.1979. Applicant: T.LM.E.-DC, INC.. 
2598 74th St.. P.O. Box 2550. Lubbock. 

TX 79400. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities , 
(except those of unusual value. Classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Pipeing & Equipment Co., Inc. at or 
near Pelham. AL. as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing aite: Chattanooga, TN. or 
Washington, DC) 

Note.—Applicant Intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-51 IF). Bled December 

26.1979. Applicant: T.LM.E.-DC, INC. 
2598 74th St., P.O. Box 2550, Lubbock. 

TX 79406. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities, 
(except those of unusual value. Classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Wahl Supply. Inc. and Precision 
Plastics industries, Inc. at or near 
Decatur, AL, as off-route points in 
connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular route operations. 
(Hearing site: Chattanooga. TN or 
Washington, DC) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-515F), Bled December 

28.1979. Applicant: Ti.MJ2.-DC, BMC. 
2596 74th Street, P.O. Box 2550. Lubbock. 
TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities, 
(except those of unusual value. Gasses 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Allied Foundry & Machine Co. at or 
near Brewton. AL. as an off-route point 
in connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Chattanooga. TN or 
Washington, DC.) 

Note.—Applicant Intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-516F), filed December 

28.1979. Applicant: TJ.MX.-DG INC. 
2598 74th Street, P.O. Box 255a Lubbock. 
TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 


Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities, 
(except those of unujual value. Gasses 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Piedmont Molding Inc. at or near 
Conyers, GA, as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier’s otherwise 
authorized regular route operations. 
(Hearing site: Atlanta. GA. or 
Washington. DC.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to lack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-517F), Bled December 

28.1979. Applicant: T.LM.E.-DC INC, 
2598 74th Street. P.O. Box 2550, Lubbock, 
TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities, 
(except those of unusual value. Classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Hardwick Co.. Inc. at or near 
Bessemer and Birmingham. AL, as off- 
route points in connection with carrier's 
otherwise authorized regular-route 
operations. (Hearing site: Chattanooga. 
TN or Washington. DC) 

Notev—Applicant Intends to tack to its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-518F). Bled December 

28.1979. Applicant: TJMJ2.-DG INC. 
2598 74th Street, P.O. Box 255a Lubbock, 
TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities , 
(except those of unusual value. Gasses 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Baumann Coating, Inc. at or near 
Bessemer, AL. as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Chattanooga. TN or 
Washington, DC) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to Its 
existing authority. 

MC 35320 (Sub-521F). Bled December 
2a 1979. Applicant: T.IM.E.-DG INC. 
2598 74th Street, P.O. Box 2550, Lubbock. 
TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities, 
(except those of unusual value. Classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of the Howe Richardson Scale Co. at or 
near Rutland, VT, as an off-route point 
in connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 


[Hearing site: Boston. MA, or 
Washington, DC) 

Note.—Applicant Intends to lack to Its 
existing authority. 

MC 42281 (Sub-151F). filed December 

4.1979. Applicant: LANGER 
TRANSPORT CORP.. Box 305. Jersey 
City, NJ 07303. Representative: W. C 
Mitchell 370 Lexington Ave.. New York, 
NY 10017. Transporting liquid wax. in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
Beaver, Butler. Crawford. McKean and 
Venango Counties, PA. to points in CT, 
DE ME. MD. MA, NH. NJ. NY. OH. PA, 
RL VT. VA, and DC. (Hearing site: New 
York. NY.) 

MC 47171 (Sub-153F), filed December 

3.1979. Applicant: COOPER MOTOR 
LINES, INC, P.O. Box 2820, Greenville. 
SC 29802. Representative: Harris G. 
Andrews (same as above address). 
Transporting iron and steel articles, 
from the facilities of Raritan River Steel 
Company at Perth Amboy. N), to points 
in GA (except those in Clayton. Cobb, 
Coweta. De Kalb, Fayette, Fulton, 
Gwinnett, Henry and Rockdale 
Counties). KY. NC (east of U.S. Hwy 77). 
and TN. (Hearing site: Washington, DC.) 

MC 47171 (Sub*154F). filed December 

10.1979. Applicant: COOPER MOTOR 
UNES. INC.. P.O. Box 2820. Greenville. 
SC 29602. Representative: Harris G. 
Andrews (same as above address). 
Transporting iron and steel articles , 
between Florence (Burlington County), 
NJ, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in AL. FL. GA, (except Clayton, 
Cobb. Coweta. De Kalb. Fayette, Fulton, 
Gwinnett. Henry and Rockdale 
Counties), KY. TN, VA. WV. and those 
in NC east of U.S. Hwy 77. (Hearing site: 
Washington. DC.) 

MC 47171 (Sub-155F), filed December 

17.1979. Applicant: COOPER MOTOR 
UNES. INC., P.O. Box 282a Greenville, 
SC 29602. Representative: Harris G. 
Andrews (same address as applicant). 
Transporting anti-freeze and plastic 
foam insulation, (except commodities in 
bulk), from Carteret. NJ. to those points 
in NC east of U.S. Hwy 77. (Hearing site: 
Washington, DC) 

MC 47171 (Sub-156FJ. filed December 

27.1979. Applicant COOPER MOTOR 
LINES. INC. P.O. Box 2820. Greenville, 
SC 29002. Representative: Harris G. 
Andrews (same address as applicant). 
Transporting chemicals, cleaning 
compounds, dyes and colors, plastics 
and textile softeners (except in bulk) 
from Toms River. NJ. to Atlanta and 
Daltoa GA. and Martin, SC. (Hearing 
site: Washington, DC.) 

MC 58270 (Sub-35F), filed December 

27.1979. Applicant: LEICHT TRANSFER 
& STORAGE CO.. 1401-55 State St. P.O. 
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Box 2385, Green Bay, WI 54306. 
Representative: Dennis L Sedlacek 
(same address as above). Transporting 
such commodities as are dealt in by a 
manufacturer or distributor of tires 
(except commodities in bulk) from 
Topeka. KS to points in IL Ml. MN. and 
WI. (Hearing site: Madison or 
Milwaukee, WI.) 

MC 59150 (Sub-170F). filed December 

3.1979. Applicant: PLOOF TRUCK 
LINES, INC.. 1414 Lindrose Street. 
Jacksonville, FL 32206. Representative: 
Martin Sack. Jr.. 1754 Gulf Life Tower. 
Jacksonville, FL 32207. Transporting 
lumber and lumber products, from 
points in TN to points in AL (Hearing 
site: Nashville. TN. or Jacksonville. FL) 
MC 59720 (Sub-lOF), filed December 0, 
1979. Applicant: KENMORE 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a 
Corporation. 22 Eskow Road. Worcester. 
MA 01604. Representative: James C 
Hardman, 33 N. LaSalle St., Chicago, IL 
60602. Transporting such commodities 
as are dealt in or used by manufacturers 
and distributors of containers (except 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
MA, CT, RI. NY. NJ. DE, PA. OH. VA. 
WV. MD. NC SC. GA. FL IL IN. KY. 

ME, ML MO. NH. TN. VT. and WI, 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at or destined to the facilities 
of (1) American Can Company, (2) 

Crown Cork & Seal Company. Inc., (3) 
Reynolds Metals Company, and ( 4 ) 
National Can Corporation. (Hearing site: 
Washington. DC.) 

MC 61620 (Sub-18F). filed December 

10.1979. Applicant: M & G 
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC. Route 3. 
Box 234. Gloucester, VA. 23061. 
Representative: Terrell C. Clark, P.O. 

Box 25. Stanleytown, VA 24168. 
Transporting paper and paper products, 
and woodpulp. from West Point. VA, to 
points in WV. DE, MD. NJ. NY. PA, VA, 
and DC. (Hearing site: Richmond. VA, or 
Wash. DC.) 

MC 75320 (Sub-221 F), filed December 

26.1979. Applicant: CAMPBELL SIXTY- 
SIX EXPRESS. INC., P.O. Box 807, 
Springfield. MO 65801. Representative: 
John A. Crawford, 17th Floor Deposit 
Guaranty Plaza. P.O. Box 22567. 

Jackson, MS 39205. Transporting general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
commodities requiring special 
equipment), serving the facilities of 
Stevens Sportswear Company, Inc., at or 
near Taylorsville. MS. as an off-route 
point in connection with carrier's 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Jackson. MS.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack. 


MC 75320 (Sub-222F). filed December 

26.1979. Applicant: CAMPBELL SIXTY- 
SIX EXPRESS. INC.. P.O. Box 807, 
Springfield. MO 65801. Representative: 
John A. Crawford. 17th Floor Deposit 
Guaranty Plaza, P.O. Box 22567, 

Jackson. MS 39205. Transporting general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of Arvin Industries, 
Inc., at or near Okolona, MS, as an off- 
route point in connection with carrier's 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Jackson. MS.) 

Nota.—Applicant intends to tack with 
existing regular-route authority. 

MC 75840 (Sub-132F). filed December 

26.1979. Applicant: MALONE FREIGHT 
LINES, INC., 3400 Third Avenue, South. 
Birmingham, AL 35202. Representative: 
Frank D. Hall. Suite 713, 3384 Peachtree 
Rd.. NJL, Atlanta, GA 30328. 
Transporting: chemicals, plastic and 
plastic materials (except in bulk), from 
the facilities of Diamond Shamrock 
Corporation, at or near Houston. TX, to 
points in AR. AL FL GA. KY, LA. MS. 
MA. NY. NJ. NC OH. PA, SC, TN. and 
VA. (Hearing site: Houston, TX.) 

MC 78400 (Sub-79F), filed December 3, 
1979. Applicant BEAUFORT 
TRANSFER COMPANY, a Corporation, 
P.O. Box 151. Gerald. MO 63037. 
Representative: Ernest A. Brooks II. 1301 
Ambassador Bldg., SL Louis. MO 63101. 
Transporting: (1) tents, tent frames, 
canvas articles, welded aluminum 
tubing, plastic articles, and such 
commodities as are dealt in by 
department and retain discount stores, 
from the facilities of Kellwood Co. at 
New Haven. Bland, Washington. 

Glasgow and Hannibal MO, to points in 
the United States (except MO. AK and 
HI), and, (2) materials and supplies used 
in the manufacture and distribution of 
the commodities named in (1) above 
(except commodities in bulk), in the 
reverse direction. (Hearing site: SL 
Louis, MO.) 

MC 90870 (Sub-36F), filed December 

28,1979. Applicant: RIECHMANN 
ENTERPRISES. INC, Route 2, P.O. Box 
137. Alhambra. IL 62001. Representative: 
Cecil L Goettsch. 1100 Des Moines 
Bldg.. Des Moines. IA 50307. 

Transporting (1) snow removal 
equipment and fabricated steel 
products , from points in Bremer County, 
IA. to points in IL IN, KY, MI. MO. OH, 
WI, and WV. and (2) snow plows, rotary 
cutters, blades, and municpal equipment 
and supplies, from points in IN. IA. MI, 
MO. OH. PA. MN, and WI, to points in 
Madison County, IL restricted in (1) and 


(2) above to the transportation of traffic 
originating at the named origins. 
(Hearing site: St. Louis. MO, or 
Washington, DC) 

MC 90870 (Sub-37F). filed December 

27.1979. Applicant: RIECHMANN 
ENTERPRISES. INC. Route 2, P.O. Box 
137, Alhambra, IL 62001. Representative: 
Cecil L Goettsch, 1100 Des Moines 
Bldg., Des Moines. LA 50307. 
Transporting railway car parts. 
locomotive wheels, parts, accessories, 
and materials, equipment and supplies 
therefor (except commodities in bulk) 
between Keokuk. LA, Bessemer. AL 
Kansas City. KS, Alliance. OH. Granite 
City and Bensenville, IL and E. Chicago 
and Hammond, IN. on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in AL AR, IA. 
IL IN, LA. MO, MS. OH. OK. TN, and 
TX, restricted to traffic originating at or 
destined to the facilities of AMSTED 
Industries. (Hearing site. Chicago, IL or 
Washington, DC.) 

MC 92950 (Sub-2F), filed December 26, 
1979. Applicant: WOLVERTON DRAY 
LINE, INC, P.O. Box 36, Foxhome, MN 
56543. Representative: Gene P. Johnson. 
P.O. Box 2471, Fargo. ND 58108. 
Transporting vegetable oils, vegetable 
meal and byproducts thereof, between 
Riverside. ND. on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI). (Hearing site: Fargo, ND or 
Minneapolis, MN.) 

MC 94201 (Sub-186F), filed December 

3.1979. Applicant: BOWMAN 
TRANSPORTATION. INC. P.O. Box 
17744. Atlanta, GA 30316. 

Representative: Maurice F. Bishop. 601- 
09 Frank Nelson Building. Birmingham. 
AL 35203. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment), serving the facilities of the 
Allied Chemical Corporation at or near 
Bermuda Hundred. VA, as an off-route 
point in connection with regular-route 
authority between Winston-Salem. NC 
and Baltimore, MD. (Hearing site: 
Washington. DC.) 

MC 94350 (Sub-431F), filed December 

3.1979. Applicant: TRANSIT HOMES, 
BMC, P.O. Box 1628, Greenville, SC 
29602. Representative: Mitchell King, Jr. 
(same address as applicant). 

Transporting (1) trailers designed to be 
drawn by passenger automobiles, in 
initial movements, and (2) buildings in 
sections, mounted on wheeled 
undercarriages, from points in 
Middlesex County, N], to points in the 
United States (including AK. but 
excluding HI). (Hearing site: Charlotte, 
NC) 
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MC 95540 (Sub-1118F). filed June 25. 
1979. Applicant: WATKINS MOTOR 
LINES. INC., 1144 West Griffin Road, 

P.O. Box 1636, Lakeland FL 33602. 
Representative: Benjy W. Fincher (same 
address as applicant). Transporting 
genera) commodities (except those of 
unusual value, classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in bulk 
and those requiring special equipment), 
between points in TX, on the one hand, 
andL on the other points in the United 
States (except AK and HI), restricted to 
the transportation of traffic originating 
at or destined to the facilities of Haber 
Textiles. Montgomery Ward Norco 
Manufacturing and Distribution 
Company, White Stores or Gibson Coop 
Warehouse. (Hearing site: Dallas, TX, or 
Washington. DC) 

MC 95540 (Sub-1146F), filed December 

10.1979. Applicant: WATKINS MOTOR 
LINES, INC. 1144 West Griffin Road 
P.O. Box 1636. Lakeland. FL 33802. 
Representative: Benjy W. Fincher (same 
address as applicant). Transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in by 
department stores (except commodities 
in bulk) between points in the U.S. 

(except AK and HI), restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at or 
destined to the facilities of Ardan's 
Wholesale, Inc. (Hearing site: Chicago, 

IL, or Washington. DC) 

MC 95540 (Sub-1151F), filed December 

27.1979. Applicant: WATKINS MOTOR 
LINES, INC, 1144 West Griffin Road 
P.O. Box 1636, Lakeland FL 33802. 
Representative: Benjy W. Fincher (same 
as above). Transporting wooden 
windows, sliding glass doors, wood 
folding doors and partitions, parts and 
accessories between the facilities of 
Rolscreen Company located at or near 
Pella, LA, on the one hand and on the 
other, points in the United States 
(except AK and HI). (Hearing site: Des 
Moines, IA. or Washington, DC) 

MC 95540 (Sub-1152F). filed December 

27.1979. Applicant: WATKINS MOTOR 
LINES. INC. 1144 West Griffin Road 
P.O. Box 1636, Lakeland FL 33802. 
Representative: Benjy W. Fincher (same 
as applicant). Transporting (1) such 
commoditis as are dealt in by discount, 
variety, department stores and mail 
order catalog houses , and (2) furniture 
in mixed loads with commodities in (1) 
above, (a) from points in NC and SC to 
Chicago, IL, and (b) from Chicago. IL to 
Charlotte. NC (Hearing site: Chicago. IL 
or Washington. DC). 

MC 97251 (Sub-IQF), filed December 

12.1979. Applicant: TURNER 
TRUCKING COMPANY. INC, 1215 
West Main Street. Lebanon. IN 46052. 
Representative: Jack R. Province. 1215 


West Main Street. Lebanon. IN 46052. 
Transporting aluminum extrusions. 
aluminum ingots , aluminum pipe and 
aluminum tubing, between the plantsite 
of Aluminum Company of America at or 
near Lafayette. IN. on the one hand, and 
on the other, those points in the United 
States east of ND. SD. WY, CO, and NM. 
(Hearing site: Indianapolis, IN. or 
Pittsburg. PA). 

MC 105461 (Sub-116F). filed December 

3.1979. Applicant: HERR'S MOTOR 
EXPRESS, INC. P.O. Box 8, Quarryville, 
PA 17566. Representative: Robert R. 

Herr (same address as applicant). 
Transporting (1) plumbing fixtures and 
fittings and bathroom accessories, and 
(2) equipment, materials, and supplies 
used in their manufacture and 
distribution (except commodities in 
bulk), between New Castle, PA, on the 
one hand and, on the other, points in N) 
and NY. (Hearing site: Washington, DC 
or New Castle. PA.) 

MC 106401 (Sub-76F), filed December 

4.1979. Applicant: JOHNSON MOTOR 
LINES, INC, P.O. Box 31577. Charlotte. 
NC 28231. Representative: Roger W. 

Rash (same address as applicant). 
Transporting General Commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and commodities 
requiring special equipment), serving the 
facilities of Monsanto Company at or 
near Chocolate Bayou, TX. as on off- 
route point in connection with carrier's 
regular-route operations, restricted to 
traffic moving from, to, or through 
Gulfport MS. (Hearing site: Houston. TX 
or Charlotte, NC.) 

MC 106451 (Sub-19F). filed December 

3.1979. Applicant: COOK MOTOR 
LINES. INC, 1016 Triplett Boulevard. 
P.O. Box 37a Akron. OH 44309. 
Representative: John P. McMahon, 100 
East Broad Street, Columbus. OH 43215. 
Over regular routes, transporting 
general commodities, (except those of 
unusual value, classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment). (1) between Charleston. 
WV. and Bluefield, VA. over Interstate 
Hwy 77, (2) between Huntington. WV, 
and Bluefield, VA, over U.S. Hwy 52; 
and (3) between Elkins, WV. and 
Princeton, WV. over U.S. Hwy 219, 
serving all intermediate points on the 
above-described routes and all points in 
Bland and Tazewell Counties. VA, as 
off-route points in connection with 
applicant's authorized operations. 
(Hearing site: Columbus. OH.) 

Note.— Applicant intends to tack with its 
existing authority. 
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MC 106920 (Sub-8aF). filed December 

11.1979. Applicant: RIGGS FOOD 
EXPRESS. INC. West Monroe St. P.O. 
Box 26, New Bremen. OH. 45869. 
Representative: E. Stephen Heisley, 805 
McLachlen Bank Building. 666 Eleventh 
St. NW„ Washington, DC 20001. 
Transporting foodstuffs (except in bulk), 
from the facilities of Beatrice Foods 
Company, at or near Archbold and 
Napoleon, OH. to points in AL FL GA, 
MS. NC SC and TN. restricted to 
shipments moving from above named 
origins. (Hearing site: Columbus, OIL or 
Chicago, IL) 

MC 106920 (Sub-89F), filed December 

10.1979. Applicant: RIGGS FOOD 
EXPRESa INC. West Monroe St, P.O. 
Box 28. New Bremen. OH, 45869. 
Representative: R. Stephen Heisley, 805 
McLachlen Bank Bldg.. 666 Eleventh 
Street NW. Washington, DC 20001. 
Transporting (1) such commodities as 
are dealt in by grocery and food 
business houses and (2) materials, 
supplies and equipment used in the 
manufacture and distribution of the 
commodities, in (1) above, between 
points in KY. TN. AL GA. FL NC SC 
MO, and KS. restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at or 
destined to the facilities of Banquet 
Foods Corporation. (Hearing site: SL 
Louis. MO.) 

MC 106920 (Sub-90F). filed December 

10.1979. Applicant: RIGGS FOOD 
EXPRESS. INC.. West Monroe Street 
P.O. Box 28, New Bremen. OH. 458®. 
Representative: E. Stephen Heisley, 805 
McLachlen Bank Bldg., 666 Eleventh 
Street NW.. Washington, DC 20001. 
Transporting (1) such commodities as 
are dealt In by wholesale, retail and 
chain grocery and food business houses 
and (2) materials, supplies and 
equipment used in the manufacture and 
distribution of the commodities in (1) 
above, between points in CT. DE, IN. 

KS. ME, MD. MA MI. MO. NH. NJ. NY. 
OH. PA. RL VT. VA, WV. and DC 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
destined to the facilities of Banquet 
Foods Corporation. (Hearing site: SL 
Louis, MO.) 

MC 107460 (Sub-5lF), filed Dece mber 

26.1979. Applicant: WILLIAM Z. GETZ. 
INC.. 3055 Yellow Goose Road. P.O. Box 
4124. Lancaster. PA 17604. 
Representative: Christian V. Graf, 407 
North Front St.. Harrisburg, PA 17101. 
Transporting agricultural, industrial and 
construction machinery, and parts and 
attachments therefor (except tractors 
with vehicle beds, bed frames and fifth 
wheels), trailers, and parts and 
attachments therefor (except those 
designed to be drawn by passenger 
automobiles): and accessories. 
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ports and supplies (except commodities 
in bulk), used in the manufacture and 
repair of the commodities named above, 
between the plantsite of Sperry 
Corporation, Sperry New Holland 
Division, at or near Columbus. NE on 
the one hand, and, on the other, the 
plantsites of Sperry Corporation, Sperry 
New Holland Division, at or near 
Fowler, CA, Belleville. Mountville. and 
New Holland. PA. and points in CT. DE 
FL CA. IL, IN. IA. KS. KY. ME, MA. MD. 
MI, MN. MO. NC, NH. NJ. NY. ND. OH, 
PA. RI. SC. VT. VA. WV and WI. under 
continuing contract(s) with Sperry 
Corporation, Sperry New Holland 
Division, of New Holland. PA. (Hearing 
site: Washington, DC, or Harrisburg. 

PA.) 

MC107760 (Sub-5F), filed December 4. 
1979. Applicant: MOHAWK TRUCKING 
AND SALVAGE CO., a corporation. P.O. 
Box 7226, 89 Celia St., Johnston, RI 
02919. Representative: Russell B. 

Cumett, P.O. Box 366, 826 Orleans Road, 
Harwich, MA 02645. Transporting 
sodium chloride, in bulk, in dump 
vehicles, (1) from Boston. MA, to points 
in CT. MA, and RI. and (2) from 
Providence. RI. (a) to those points in CT. 
and MA west of Interstate Hwy 91, and 
(b) those points in MA east of Interstate 
Hwy 91 and north of Interstate Hwy 90. 
(Hearing site: Providence. RI or Boston. 
MA.) 

MC 110191 (Sub-36F), filed December 

10.1979. Applicant: TURNER S 
EXPRESS INCORPORATED. 1300 
Shelton Ave., Norfolk. VA 23502. 
Representative: D. L Turner (same 
address as applicant). Transporting 
empty beverage containers, in packages. 
(1) from Havre de Grace. MD, to Norfolk 
and Richmond. VA. and (2) from 
Henderson, NC to Norfolk. VA. (Hearing 
site: Norfolk, VA.) 

MC 110420 (Sub-844F), filed December 

7.1979. Applicant: QUALITY 
CARRIERS. INC., 100 Waukegan Rd.. 

P.O. Box 1000. Lake Bluff. IL 60044. 
Representative: John R. Sims, Jr.. 915 
Pennsylvania Bldg.. 425 13th St., N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20004. Transporting 
liquid chemicals, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Whitehall ML to 
Philadelphia. PA. (Hearing site: Chicago. 
IL or Washington. DC.) 

MC 111231 (Sub-292F). filed December 

4.1979. Applicant: JONES TRUCK 
LINES, INC., 610 E Emma Ave., 
Springdale, AR 72764. Representative: 
John C. Everett 140 E Buchanan, Prairie 
Grove, AR 72753. Over regular routes, 
transporting generaI commodities 
(except those of unusual value, 
commodities in bulk, classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, and those requiring 


the use of special equipment) between 
the junction of LA Hwy 1 and U.S. Hwy 
71 and Lamar, CO, from the junction of 
LA Hwy 1 and U.S. Hwy 71 over LA 
Hwy 1 to Interstate Hwy 2a then over 
Interstate Hwy 20 to the junction of U.S. 
Hwy 287. then over U.S. Hwy 287 to 
Lamar CO., and return over the same 
route and serving the junction of 
Interstate Hwy 20 and U.S. Hwy 287 as 
an intermediate point. (Hearing site: 
Springdale, AR. or Little Rock. AR.) 

MC 111231 (Sub-293F), filed December 

27.1979. Applicant* JONES TRUCK 
LINES, INC., 610 East Emma Ave., 
Springdale, AR 72764. Representative: 
Don A. Smith, P.O. Box 43. 510 North 
Greenwood Ave., Fort Smith. AR 72902. 
Transporting genera / commodities 
(except commodities in bulk, those of 
unusual value, classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, and those requiring 
special equipment), (1) between Little 
Rock and Hoxie. AR. over U.S. Hwy 67, 
serving all intermediate points, and (2) 
between Cash and Newport, AR. from 
Cash over AR Hwy 18 to junction U.S. 
Hwy 67, then over U.S. Hwy 67 to 
Newport, and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points. 
(Hearing site: Little Rock. AR.) 

Nolo.—Applicant intends to tack with 
existing regular-route operations. 

MC 112801 (Sub-250F), filed December 

8.1979. Applicant: TRANSPORT 
SERVICE CO., a corporation. 15 Salt 
Creek Lane, Hinsdale. IL 60521. 
Representative: E Stephen Heisley. 805 
McLachlen Bank Building. 066 Eleventh 
Street NW. Washington. DC 20001. 
Transporting spent muriatic acid, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Hennepin. 

IL to Calvert City, KY. (Hearing Site: 
Pittsburgh, PA.) 

MC 113651 (Sub-320F). filed December 

4.1979. Applicant: INDIANA 
REFRIGERATOR LINES, INC. P.O. Box 
552, Riggin Road. Muncie, IN 47305. 
Representative: Henry Higgs (same 
address as applicant). Transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in by 
wholesale and retail food and drug 
outlets (except in bulk), from Chicago, IL 
to points in IA. NE and KS. (Hearing 
site: Cincinnati. OH or Washington, DC.) 

MC 113651 (Sub-324F), filed December 

17.1979. Applicant: INDIANA 
REFRIGERATOR LINES. INC., P.O. Box 
552, Riggin Road. Muncie, IN 47305. 
Representative: Henry Higgs (same 
address as applicant). Transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in by 
manufacturers of foodstuffs, chain 
groceries, and food business houses 
(except commodities in bulk), between 
those points in the United States in and 
east of ND. SD. NE KS, OK. and TX. 


restricted to traffic originating at or 
destined to the facilities of Hein* U.S.A. 
(Hearing Site: Pittsburgh, PA, or 
Washington, DC.) 

MC 114211 (Sub-424F), filed December 

4.1979. Applicant* WARREN 
TRANSPORT. INC. P.O. Box 420, 
Waterloo. IA 50704. Representative: 

Kurt E Vragel. Jr. (same as applicant). 
Transporting (1) self-propelled vehicles 
and equipment designed for use in 
conjunction with self-propelled vehicles, 
and (2) parts and attachments therefor 
between points in Multnomah County, 
OR. on the one hand. and. on the other, 
points in the United States (except AK 
and HI). (Hearing Site: Portland. OR.) 

MC 114211 (Sub-427F), filed December 

4.1979. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT. INC, P.O. Box 420. 
Waterloo. IA 50704. Representative: 
Adelor J. Warren (same address as 
applicant). Transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in or used by 
manufacturers, dealers and distributors 
of agricultural and industrial machinery 
between Watertown. SD. on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
United States (including AK. but 
excluding HI). (Hearing Site: Watertown 
or Brookings. SD.) 

MC 114211 (Sub-432F), filed December 

10.1979. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 42a 
Waterloo, IA 50704. Representative: 

Kurt E Vragel. Jr. (same address as 
applicant.) Transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in or used by 
manufacturers and dealers of 
agricultural and industrial equipment, 
and lawn leisure products, from points 
in Calumet County, WI. to points In the 
United States (except AK and HI). 
(Hearing site; Green Bay or Manitowoc, 
WI.) 

MC 114211 (Sub-433F), filed December 

10.1979. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT. INC., P.O. Box 420, 
Waterloo. LA 50704. Representative: 

Kurt E Vragel, Jr. (same address as 
applicant.) Transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in or used by 
manufacturers and dealers, agricultural 
and industrial equipment, between 
points in Thurston County, NE on the 
one hand, and. on the other, points in 
the United States, (except AK and HI). 
(Hearing site; Norfolk or Omaha, NE) 

MC 114211 (Sub-434F), filed December 

27.1979. Applicant* WARREN 
TRANSPORT. INC, P.O. Box 420. 
Waterloo, IA 50704. Representative: 

Kurt E Vragel. Jr. (same address as 
applicant.) Transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in by 
manufacturers, distributors, and 
dealers of heating and cooling 
machinery and equipment, air 
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compressors, power generating 
machinery and equipment, and 
contractors' equipment and supplies, (t) 
between Michigan City, IN. equipment 
and supplies. (1) between Michigan City, 

IN. on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in IL WI IA, MN, MO. KS. NE, 
and SO, and (2) between points in IL. 

WI. IA, MN. MO. NE. and SD. (Hearing 
site; Minneapolis or St. Paul. MN.) 

MC114290 (Sub-97F). Hied December 

IO, 1979. Applicant: EX LEY EXPRESS, 
INC- 2610 S.E. 8th Avenue. Portland, OR 
97202. Representative: James T. Johnson. 
1610 IBM Building. Seattle . WA 98101. 
Transporting: cans, can ends and 
materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture of cans, from the facilities 
used by Continental Can Co., U.S.A. at 
Portland, OR, to Walla Walla. Moses 
Lake, Yakima, Kennewick and 
Grandview, WA. (Hearing site: Portland. 
OR, or Seattle MA. 

MC 115651 (Sub-70F), filed December 

7.1979. Applicant: KANEY 
TRANSPORTATION, INC. 7222 
Cunningham Road, P.O. Box 39, 

Rockford, IL 61105. Representative: E. 
Stephen Heisley. 60611th Street. 
Washington, DC 2001). Transporting 
asphalt and asphalt products . in bulk, in 
tank vechicles, from Janesville. WI to 
points in IL. (Hearing site: Chicago. WI.) 

MC 115841 (Sub-746F), filed December 

3.1979. Applicant: COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED TRANSPORTATION. 
INC., 9041 Executive Park Dr., Suite 110, 
Bldg. 100. Knoxville. TN 37919. 
Representative: D. R. Beeler (9ame 
address as applicant). Transporting 
foodstuffs, and equipment, materials 
and supplies used in the processing, 
manufacturing or distribution of 
foodstuffs, (1) between Sherman. TX. on 
the one hand. and. on the other, (a) 
those points in the United States in and 
east of LA, AR. MO, IA. and MN. and 
(b) points in NE. KS. NM. CO. AZ. CA, 
WA, and OR, (2) between Jacksonville, 
IL, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in NC. SC GA. FL AL MS. LA. 
TN, KY. AR. TX. OK. NM, AZ. CO, WA 
and OR, and (3) between Humboldt TN, 
to the one hand, and, on the other, (a) 
those points in the United States in and 
cast of NM. CO. NE, LA, and MN. and 
(b) points in AZ, CA. WA, and OR, 
restricted in (1). (2), and (3) above to the 
transportation of traffic originating at or 
destined to the facilities utilized by 
Andersondayton Foods. (Hearing site: 
Dallas, TX or Washington, DC.) 

MC 115841 (Sub-747F). filed December 

4.1979. Applicant: COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED TRANSPORTATION. 
INC., 9041 Executive Park Dr.. Suite 110, 
Bldg. 100. Knoxville. TN 37919. 
Representative: D. R. Beeler (same 


address as applicant). Transporting 
meat, meat products. meat by-products, 
and articles distributed by meat¬ 
packing houses except hides and 
commodities in bulk), from Palestine. 

TX. to points in the United States 
(except AK and HI). (Hearing site: 

Dallas, TX or Washington. DC.) 

MC 116300 (Sub-89F), filed December 

10.1979. Applicant: NANCE AND 
COLLUMS, INC., P.O. Drawer J, 
Femwood, MS 39635. Representative: 
Harold D. Miller. Jr.. 17th Floor, Deposit 
Guaranty Plaza, P.O. Box 22567, 

Jackson. MS 39205. Transporting animat 
and poultry feed, from the facilities of 
Allied Mills, Inc., at or near Memphis, 

TN to points In AL, LA and MS. 

(Hearing site: Memphis. TN.) 

MC 117730 (Sub-74F). filed December 

10.1979. Applicant: KOUBENEC 
MOTOR SERVICE, INC, Route 47, 
Huntley. IL 60142. Representative: 
Stephen H. Loeb, Suite 2027, 33 No. 
LaSalle SL, Chicago, IL 60602. 
Transporting (1) castings . (a) from 
Minneapolis, MN to points in IL and 
Davenport, IA, (b) from Moline. IL and 
Davenport, LA to points in IN and MI (c) 
from Muncie. IN. to points in LA and IL, 
(d) from Pigeon, Ml to points in IL, IN. 
MO. OH and WI; (2) steel forgings, from 
the facilities of Wyman-Cordon 
Company at Danville and Harvey. IL to 
points in OH. Ml and MD; and (3) 
materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture and distribution of steel 
forgings, in the reverse direction of (2) 
above. (Hearing site: Chicago. IL) 

MC 117820 (Sub-41F), filed December 

3.1979. Applicant: AURELIA 
TRUCKING CO., a Corporation. 2121 
Petit Ave., Port Huron, Ml 48060. 
Representative: Robert D. Schuler. 100 
West Long Lake Rd^ Suite 102, 
Bloomfield Hills, MI 48013. Transporting 
(1) auto body parts or trim . and (2) 
materials, supplies and equipment used 
in the manufacture or processing of the 
commodities in (1) above (except in 
bulk), from the facilities of Riverside 
Metal Products, Inc., at Port Huron, MI, 
to those points in the United States in 
and east of ND. SD. NE, CO, OK. and 
TX. restricted in (1) and (2) above to the 
transportation of traffic originating at 
the named origin and destined to the 
indicated destinations. (Hearing site: 
Chicago, IL or Washington. DC.) 

MC 119531 (Sub-182F), filed December 

26.1979. Applicant SUN EXPRESS, 

INC., P.O. Box 1031, Warren. OH 44482. 
Representative: Andrew lay Burkholder, 
275 East State St., Columbus. OH 43215. 
Transporting such commodities as are 
dealt in by manufacturers of containers 
and related accessories and equipment 
materials and supplies used in the 
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manufacturer of the above described 
commodities (except in bulk) between 
Obetz, OH. and LaPorte. IN, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in MD, 

MI. IL IN. MO. TN and KY. restricted to 
the transportation of traffic originating 
at or destined to the facilities of 
National Can Corporation. (Hearing site: 
Columbus. OH.) 

MC 119631 (Sub-35F). filed December 

27.1979. Applicant: DEIOMA 
TRUCKING COMPANY, a corporation. 
P.O. Box 3315. Mount Union Station, 
Alliance. OH 44601. Representative: 
Lawrence E. Lindeman. Suite 1032 
Pennsylvania Building. 425 13th Street, 
N.W., Washington. DC 20004. 
Transporting iron and steel articles, 
from the facilities of Republic Steel 
Corporation, at or near Canton, 
Cleveland. Massillon, Warren, and 
Youngstown. OH. to points in MI, IL IN, 
PA. NJ, and NY. (Hearing site: 

Cleveland, OH.) 

MC 119641 (Sub-iaoF). filed December 

10.1979. Applicant: RINGLE EXPRESS, 
INCL 450 E. Ninth St. Fowler. IN 47944. 
Representative: Alki E. Scopelitis. 1301 
Merchants Plaza, Indianapolis, IN 46204. 
Transporting composition board and 
wood fiber products, from the facilities 
of the United States Gypsum Company 
at (a) Lisbon Falls and Auburn. ME and 
(b) Danville, VA, to points in AR. IL IN, 
IA. KS. KY. LA, MI, MN, MS. MO. NE, 
ND. OH. SD. TN and WI. (Hearing site: 
Chicago. IL) 

MC 119741 (Sub-248F), filed December 

8.1979. Applicant: GREEN FIELD 
TRANSPORT COMPANY. INC., 1515 
Third Ave., N.W.. P.O. Box 1235, Fort 
Dodge. IA 50501. Representative: D. L 
Robson (same address as applicant). 
Transporting meats. meat products, 
meat byproducts, dairy products, and 
articles distributed by meat-packing 
houses. as described in sections A. B, 
and C of Appendix I to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates. 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 
(except hides and commodities in bulk, 
in tank vehicles), from the facilities of 
Swift & Company at (1) Cactus. Fort 
Worth, and Brownwood, TX. (2) Clovis. 
NM. (3) Guymon. OK. (4) Green Bay. WI, 
(5) Kansas City, KS, (6) Marshalltown, 
Sioux City, and Glenwood. IA. (7) 
Omaha, NE, and (8) St. Charles, 
Rochelle, Bradley, and East St. Louis, IL 
to points in AR. CT. DE, IL IN. IA, KS, 
KY, ME, MD. MA. Ml, MN, MO. NE, NH. 
NJ. NY, ND. OH. OK. PA. RL SD, VT. 
VA. WV. WI. TX. and DC. (Hearing site: 
Chicago, IL) 

MC 120910 (Sub-39F), filed November 

20.1979. Applicant: SERVICE EXPRESS. 
INC., P.O. Box 1009, Tuscaloosa. AL 
35401. Representative: Mr. Richard 
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Davis (same as applicant). Transporting 
construction materials (except in bulk) 
from the facilities of The Celotex 
Corporation at or near Texarkana, AR, 
to those points in the United States in an 
east of ND, SD, NE. ICS, OK. and TX. 
(Hearing site: Tampa, FL or Birmingham, 
AL) 

MC 124141 (Sub-21 F). filed June 21. 
1979. Applicant: JULIAN MARTIN, INC, 
P.O. Box 3348 (Highway 25 W). 
Batesville, AR 72501. Representative: 
Theodore Polydoroff. Suite 301,1307 
Dolley Madison Boulevard. McLean. VA 
22101. Transporting: plastic materials, 
(except in bulk), from Houston. TX to 
Chicago. IL (Hearing site: Houston, TX, 
or Washington. DC.) 

Note.—Dual operations may be involved. 
MC 124141 (Sub-24F), filed August 17, 
1979, Applicant: JULIAN MARTIN. INC. 
P.O. Box 3348 (Highway 25West). 
Batesville, AR 72501. Representative: 
Theodore Polydoroff, Suite 301,1307 
Dolley Madison Boulevard. McLean, VA 
22101. Transporting: foodstuffs, (except 
in bulk), in veliicles equipped with 
mechanical refrigeration, from Hershey, 
Lancaster and Mechanicsburg. PA. to 
points in AL, LA and MS. (Hearing site: 
Washington, DC) 

Note,—Dual operations may be involved. 
MC 124141 (Sub-29F), filed October 23. 
1979. Applicant: JULIAN MARTIN. INC, 
P.O. Box 3348, Batesville. AR 72501. 
Representative: Theodore Polydoroff, 
Suite 301,1307 Dolley Madison 
Boulevard. McLean, VA 22101. 
Transporting: confectionery and 
confectionery products, from Bethlemen, 
PA, to those points in the U.S. In and 
west of WI, IL. KY, TN, and MS (except 
AK and HI). (Hearing site: Washington. 
DC.) 

Note.—Dual operations may be Involved 
MC 124141 (Sub-34F), filed November 

13.1979. Applicant: JULIAN MARTIN. 
INC, Highway 25 West, P.O. Box 3348, 
Batesville, AR 72501. Representative: 
Theodore Polydoroff. 1307 Dolley 
Madison Blvd., McLean, VA 22101. 
Transporting: margarine and margarine 
products, (except in bulk), from Osceola. 
AR. to points in AL. AR. CA CO. FL, 

CA IL IN, IA KS, KY, LA, MD. MI. MN. 
MS, MO, NE, NJ, NY, NC, OH. OK, PA. 

SC, TN. TX. VA. WV and WI. (Hearing 
site: Little Rock, AR. or Washington, 

DC) 

Not#.—Dual operations msy be involved. 

MC 124251 (Sub-75F), filed December 

6.1979. Applicant: JACK JORDAN. INC, 
P.O. Box 689. Dalton, GA 30720. 
Representative: Archie B. Culbretli, 

Suite 202, 2200 Century Parkway. 

Atlanta. GA 30345. Transporting (A) 
liquid chemicals, in bulk, in tank 


vehicles. (1) between points in CA. on 
the one hand, and on the other, those 
points in the U.S. in an east of AZ, CO, 
NE, SD, and ND; (2) between points in 
TN, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points, In AL AR. CA. CT. FL GA. IL 
MI, MS. MO, NC OH, and SC and (3) 
from points in AR, CT. IL Ml. MO and 
OH to points in AL FL GA. NC SC. and 
TN. and (B) liquid latex, in bulk. In tank 
vehicles, between points in OH, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
AL GA. NC SC. and TN. (Hearing site: 
Atlanta, GA.) 

MC 125551 (Sub-17F), filed December 

10.1979. Applicant: K ft W TRUCKING 
CO., INC, 101 Cooper Avenue North. 
P.O. Box 1415, SL Cloud, MN 56301. 
Representative: Robert D. Gisvold, 1000 
First National Bank Bldg., Minneapolis, 
MN 55402. Transporting general 
commodities, (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, and commodities in bulk), 
from points in the Minneapolis. MN, to 
Seattle, WA. (Hearing site: Minneapolis, 

MN. ) 

MC 120930 (Sub-30F), filed December 

3.1979. Applicant: BRAZOS 
TRANSPORT CO., a corporation, P.O. 
Box 2746. Lubbock. TX 79408. 
Representative: Mr, Richard Hubbert, 
P.O. Box 10238. Lubbock. TX 79408. 
Transporting plastic pipe, from Rolla, 

MO. to points in OK. AR. LA. KS. TX. 
and IA. Condition: The person or 
persons engaged in common control of 
applicant and another regulated carrier 
must file an application for approval 
under 49 U.S.C. } 11343, or submit an 
affidavit indicating why such approval 
is unnecessary. (Hearing site: Fort 
Worth or Dallas. TX.) 

MC 129291 (Sub-14F). filed December 

3.1979. Applicant: McDANIEL MOTOR 
EXPRESS. INC. 1115 Winchester RcL 
Lexington, KY 40505. Representative: 
William L Willis, Attorney at Law. 708 
McClure Building. Frankfort, KY 40601. 
Over regular routes, transporting 
general commodities (except those of 
unusual value, classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment): (1) between Lexington. KY. 
ond Olive Hill. KY. from Lexington, KY 
over Interstate Hwy 64 to function with 
KY Hwy 2, then over KY Hwy 2 to Olive 
Hill, and return oiver the same route, 
serving all intermediate points east of 
Owingsville, KY. and (2) between the 
junction of Interstate Hwy 64 and KY 
Hwy 32 and Morehead, KY. over KY 
Hwy 32, serving all intermediate points. 
(Hearing site: Lexington or Morehead, 
KY.) 


MC 129301 (Sub-17F), filed December 

4.1979. Applicant: ENGLISH AND 
SONS CORPORATION. 412 
Kingshighway, Thorofare, NJ 08086. 
Representative: James R Sweeney. 468 
Kentucky Avenue, RJ3. 5, WiUiamstown. 
N] 08094. Contract carrier, transporting 
plastic containers , from Dover, NR and 
Pawtucket Rl to Cfnnaminson, NJ. 
under continuing contract(s) with 
Certified Chemicals. Inc, of 
Cinnaminson, NJ. (Hearing site: 
Philadelphia, PA or Washington. DC.) 

MC 129480 (Sub-48F), filed December 

28.1979. Applicant: TRI-LINE 
EXPRESSWAYS LTD., P.O, Bag 1212. 
Stn. T. Calgary. Alberta, Canada T2H 
2Jl. Representative: Richard S. 
Mandelson, Suite 1600 Lincoln Center. 
1660 Lincoln Street. Denver. CO 80264. 
Transporting air conditioning units and 
parts, from Fort Worth, TX. Stuttgart. 
AR, and Columbus, OH, to ports of entry 
on the International Boundary line 
between the United States and Canada. 
(Hearing site: Dallas. TX.) 

MC 133591 (Sub-86F), filed December 

3.1979. Applicant: WAYNE DANIEL 
TRUCK. INC.. P.O. Box 303. Mount 
Vernon. MO 65712. Representative: 
Harry Ross. 58 South Main SL 
Winchester. KY 40391. Transporting 
such commodities as are dealt in or 
used by retail variety and discount 
stores between Seattle. WA. and points 
in CA, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, Junction City. KS. and Dallas. TX. 
(Hearing site: San Francisco, CA or 
Washington, DC) 

Note.—Dual operations may be Involved. 
MC 133591 (Sub-BGF), filed December 

4.1979. Applicant: WAYNE DANIEL 
TRUCK, INC., P.O. Box 303. Mount 
Vernon, MO 65712. Representative: 
Charles A. Daniel (same address as 
applicant). Transporting foodstuffs, from 
Springfield. MO. to points in LA. AR. 

TX. OK. KS, NE. CO. NM, AZ, UT, IA. 
and IL (Hearing site: St. Louis or Kansas 
City. MO.) 

Note.—Dual operations may be involved. 
MC 134501 (Sub-74F), filed December 

3.1979. Applicant: INCORPORA1ED 
CARRIERS. LTD.. P.O. Box 3128, Irving. 
TX 75061. Representative: T. M. Brown, 
P.O. Box 15401, Edmond, OK 73034. 
Transporting new furniture, from 
Sanford, NC. to points in ND. SD, NE, 

MN. IA, MO. WL Ml. IL IN. OH, KY. TN 
(except Shelby County), LA. MS, AL 
GA, FL SC. NC VA. WV, MD. DE, PA 
NJ, NY. CT. RI. MA. VT. NIL ME, and 
DC (Hearing site: Raleigh, NC or Dallas. 
TX.) 

MC 135070 (Sub-129F). filed December 

4.1979. Applicant: JAY LINES, INC, P.O. 
Box 30180, Amarillo. TX 79120. 
Representative: Gaiiyn L Larsen. P.O. 
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Box 82816, Lincoln, NE 68501. 
Transporting (1) kitchen and storage 
cabinets, (2) new furniture, knocked 
down, and (3) parts and accessories 
thereof, from Portland, OR, to those 
points in the United States in and east of 
NM. CO. NE. SD. and ND. [Hearing site: 
Portland. OR. or Dallas, TX.) 

Note.—Dual operations may be involved. 
MC 135070 (Sub-131F), filed December 

10.1979. Applicant: JAY LINES, INC, 

P.O. Box 30180. Amarillo, TX 79120. 
Representative: Gailyn L Larsen. P.O. 
Box 82816, Uncola NE 68501. 
Transporting feed and feed supplements 
(except in bulk), between Hamlin. TX, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the US (except AK and HI). 
(Hearing site: Dallas, TX.) 

Note,— Dual operations may be involved. 
MC 135070 (Sub-132F). filed December 

10.1979. Applicant: JAY LINES. INC, 

P.O. Box 30160. Amarillo. TX 7912a 
Representative: Gailyn L Larsen. P.O. 
Box 82816, Lincoln. NE 68501. 
Transporting paper products, from the 
facilities of Fonda/Royal Lace Group, at 
or near St Albans, VT to points in AL 
AR. FL GA. LL IN. IA. KS. KY, LA. ML 

MN. MS. MO. NE, NC ND. OR OK. SC 
SD, TN. TX, WV. and WL (Hearing site: 
Newark, NJ, or Dallas, TX.) 

Note.—Dual operations may be involved. 
MC 135410 (Sub-96F), filed December 

3.1979. Applicant: COURTNEY J. 
MUNSON. d.b.a. MUNSON TRUCKING, 
P.O. Box 266, Monmouth. IL 61462. 
Representative: Jack H. Blanshan. Suite 
200, 205 West Touhy Ave„ Park Ridge, 

IL 60068. Transporting such commodities 
as are dealt in by retail department 
stores (except foodstuffs and 
commodities in bulk), from points in CT, 
IL, IN, IA. KY. ME, MD. MA. Ml. MN. 

MO. NH. NJ, NY. OH. PA, RL VT. VA. 
WV. and WI to the facilities of Gamble 
Skogmo, Inc., at (a) Chicago and 
Monmouth, IL, (b) Coldwater, MI. and 
(c) Fremont. NE [Hearing site: St. Paul 
MN. or Chicago. IL) 

MC 136161 (Sub-27F), filed December 

7.1979. Applicant: ORBIT TRANSPORT. 
INC.. P.O. Box 163, Spring Valley. IL 
61362. Representative: E Stephen 
Heisley. 805 McLachlen Bank Building, 
666 Eleventh Street NW.. Washington, 
D.C. 20001. Transporting chemicals, and 
materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture and packaging of 
chemicals, between Henry, IL on the 
one hand, and. on the other, points in 
MN, IA. MO. Wl. KY. TN, IN. OH. WV. 
and ML (Hearing site: Chicago. IL) 

MC 136161 (Sub-28F). filed December 

6.1979. Applicant: ORBIT TRANSPORT. 
INC., P.O. Box 163, Spring Valley, IL 
61362. Representative: E Stephen 


Heisley, 805 McLachlen Bank Building. 
666 Eleventh Street NW., Washington. 

D C. 20001. Transporting paper and 
paper products and wood pulp (except In 
bulk) from the facilities of Bo water 
Southern Paper Corporation at or near 
Calhoun. TN to points in CT, LA, IL IN. 
KS. MA. MI. MN, MO. NE NH. NJ. NY. 
OH, PA. RL VT, WI, and WV. (Hearing 
site: Memphis, TN.) 

MC 138000 (Sub-eoF). filed December 

3.1979. Applicant: ARTHUR R 
FULTON. INC.. P.O. Box 86, Stephens 
City, VA 22655. Representative: Dixie C. 
Newhouse, 1329 Pennsylvania Ave., P.O. 
Box 1417, Hagerstown. MD 2174a 
Transporting rayon staple fibers and 
synthetic yams, from the facilities of 
Avtex Fibers, Inc., at or near Front 
Royal. VA, to points in OH, IL NC, SC, 
and GA. (Hearing site: Philadelphia, 

PA.) 

Note.—Dual operations may be involved. 
MC 140690 (Sub-5F), filed December 

27.1979. Applicant: SLMMONS 
TRUCKING. INC. P.O. Box 71. 
Glenwood, MO 63541. Representative: 
Frank W. Taylor. fr„ 1221 Baltimore 
Ave.. Suite 600, Kansas City, MO 64105. 
Contract carrier, transporting dry 
groceries, between the facilities of Aldi, 
Inc., at or near Wright City. MO, on the 
one hand. and. on the other, points in 
MO. IA, IL IN , KY. TN. AR. and 
continuing contract(s) with Aldi. Inc, of 
Aurora, IL (Hearing site: SL Louis. MO.) 

MC 141160 (Sub-5F). filed December 

10.1979. Applicant: NEWTON 
TRANSPORTATION. INC.. RD. *1. 
Orwingsburg. PA 17901. Representative: 
Joseph E Hoary. 121 South Main Street, 
Taylor. PA 18517. Transporting cleaning 
and scouring compounds, from North 
Hollywood, CA. to points that part of 
the United States east of a line 
beginning at the mouth of the 
Mississippi River and extending along 
the Mississippi River to its junction with 
the western boundary of Itasca County, 
MN, thence northward along the 
western boundaries of Itasca and 
Koochiching Counties, MN to the 
International boundary line between the 
United States and Canada, under a 
continuing contract(s) with Blue Cross 
Laboratories. North Hollywood. CA 
91605. (Hearing site: Washington. DC) 

MC 142181 (Sub-9F), filed June 21, 
1979. Applicant: LIBERTY CONTRACT 
CARRIER. INC. P.O. Box 1104, 
Nashville, TN 37202. Representative: 
Robert L Baker, 618 United American 
Bank Bldg., Nashville, TN 37219. 
Contract carrier, transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in or used by 
manufacturers of cosmetics between 
Atlantic, CA, on the one hand. and. on 
the other, points in AL FL GA, LA, MS, 


NC, SC and TN. under continuing 
contract(s) with Avon Products. Inc., of 
Atlanta. GA. (Hearing site: Washington. 
DC or Atlanta. CA.) 

MC 142181 (Sub-16F), filed November 

13.1979. Applicant: LIBERTY 
CONTRACT CARRIER. INC.. 214 
Hermitage Avenue. Nashville, TN 37202. 
Representative: Robert L Baker. 618 
United American Bank Bldg.. Nashville. 
TN 37219, Transporting metal 
containers, from Chicago. IL to 
Nashville. TN under continuing 
contract(s) with Bix Manufacturing Co., 
Inc., of Hickory. TN. (Hearing site: 
Nashville. TN. or Washington. DC) 

MC 142401 (Sub-7F), filed December 

27.1979. Applicant: H5W TRUCKING 
CO.. INC. P.O. Box 1545, Mt. Airy. NC 
27030. Representative: Eric Meierhoefer, 
Suite 423.1511 K St. NW.. Washington, 
DC 20005. Contract carrier, transporting 
furniture and furniture parts and 
materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture thereof between points in 
NC GA. and VA. on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in the United States 
(except AK and HI), restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at or 
destined to the facilities of Bassett 
Furniture Industries. Inc., and Bassett 
Furniture Industries of NC, Inc. under 
continuing contract(s) with Bassett 
Furniture Industries, Inc., and Bassett 
Furniture Industries of NC. Inc. both of 
Bassett. VA. (Hearing site: Greensboro, 
NC.) 

MC 142920 (Sub~12F), filed December 

27.1979. Applicant: OLIVER TRUCKING 
CORP„ 2203 W. Oliver SL Indianapolis. 
IN 46221. Representative: Morton E Kiel, 
Suite 1832, 2 World Trade Center. New 
York, NY 10048. Contract carriers, 
transporting such commodities as are 
printed, manufactured, or sold by a 
printer or converter of paper and paper 
products, and materials, supplies, and 
equipment used in the conduct of such 
business (except in bulk). (1) between 
points in CT, NY, NJ, PA. VA. TN and 
CA, on the one hand. and. on the other, 
points in IN and IL and (2) between 
points In IN, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in IL under a 
continuing contract(a) with Ivy Hill 
Packaging Co., of Terre Haute, LN. 
(Hearing site: Indianapolis, IN.) 

MC 143851 (Sub-2F). filed December 0, 
1979. Applicant: WESTCO TRUCKING. 
INC.. 5206 Dixie Highway. Louisville, Ky 
40216. Representative: Norbert B. Flick. 
715 Executive Building. Cincinnati, OH 
45202. Transporting salt and salt 
products, from Clarksville. IN to points 
in IL (Hearing site: Louisville, KY.) 

MC 144140 (Sub-47F), filed December 

6.1979. Applicant: SOUTHERN 
FREIGHTWAYS, INC.. P.O. Box 158. 
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Eustis, FL 32728. Representative: John L 
Dickerson (same address as applicant). 
Transporting (1 ) foodstuffs and (2) 
materials, supplies, and equipment used 
in the manufacturing and distribution of 
foodstuffs (except commodities in bulk) 
between those points in the US in and 
east of IA, KS, MN. MO. OK, and TX, 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at or destined to the facilities 
of Douglas Foods, Inc. (Hearing site: 
Orlando, FL or Washington, DC.) 

MC 144180 (Sub-12F). filed December 
2a 1979. Applicant: STORY. INC, Route 
*1. Box 122, Henager, AL 3597a 
Representative: George M. Boles, 727 
Frank Nelson Building. Birmingham. AL 
35203. Transporting carpet and floor 
coverings, from Calhoun. CartersviUe 
and Chats worth, GA, and points in 
Catoosa and Whitfield Counties to 
points in NV. (Hearing site: Birmingham, 
AL. or Chattanooga, TN.) 

MC 144330 (Sub-86F). filed December 

7.1979. Applicant: UTAH CARRIERS. 
INC., P.O. Box 1218, Freeport Center. 
Clearfield. UT 84016, Representative: 
Charles D. Midkiff (same address as 
applicant). Transporting roofing and 
roofing materials, from the facilities of 
GAF Corp., at or near (a) Dallas. TX and 
(b) Kansas City. KS, to points In CO. UT 
and NE, restricted to the transportation 
of traffic originating at the named 
origins and destined to the indicated 
destinations. (Hearing site: Dallas, TX.) 
MC 144330 (Sub*87F), filed December 

7.1979. Applicant: UTAH CARRIERS, 
INC.. P.O. Box 1218, Freeport Center, 
Clearfield. UT 84010. Representative: 
Charles K. Midkiff (same address as 
applicant). Transporting wallboard, 
from Rosairo. NM. to Denver. CO and 
Phoenix. AZ, restricted to the 
transportation of traffic origins ting at 
the named origin and destined to the 
indicated destinations. (Hearing site: 
Denver. CO.) 

MC 144030 (Sub-39F). filed December 

20.1979. Applicant: STOOPS EXPRESS. 
INC, 2239 Malibu Court. Anderson. IN 
40015. Representative: Donald W. Smith, 
P.O. Box 40248, Indianapolis. IN 4624a 
Transporting day (except in bulk), from 
Quality. GA to points in DC DE, IL IN. 
KY. MD, N), NY. OH, and PA. (Hearing 
site: Atlanta, GA.) 

MC 145441 (Sub-83F). filed December 

4.1979. Applicant: AC.B. TRUCKING. 
INC, P.O. Box 5130. N. Little Rock. AR 
72219. Representative: Ralph E. 

Bradbury (same address as applicant). 
Transporting (1) power chain saws, two- 
cyde engines, lightweight industrial gas 
engines, portable generators, and (2) 
equipment, parts and supplies therefor, 
between Los Angeles, CA, and Lake 
Havasu City, AZ, on the one hand, and, 


on the other, points In KS, OK. TX. LA, 
AR. MO. MI. WL IL MS, AL TN. KY. IN. 
OH, GA SC NC VA MD, DE, PA RJ. 
NJ. CT. NY, and DC (Hearing site: Little 
Rock, AR, or Los Angeles, CA.) 

Note. —Dual operations may be involved. 
MC 145441 (Sub-68F). Bled December 
0.1979. Applicant: A.CB. TRUCKING, 
INC, P.O. Box 513a N. Uttle Rock. AR 
72219. Representative: Ralph E. 

Bradbury (same address as applicant). 
Transporting canned seafood and 
animal food, from Salem and Astoria, 
OR. to those points in the U.S. in and 
east of TX. OK. SK. NE, SD, and ND. 
(Hearing site: Little Rock. AR, or San 
Francisco, CA) 

Note.— Dual operations may be Involved. 
MC 145441 (Sub-89F), filed December 
0.1979. Applicant: A.C.B. TRUCKING. 
INC. P.O. Box 5130. N. Uttle Rock. AR 
72219. Representative: Ralph E. 

Bradbury (same address as applicant). 
Transporting foodstuffs (except in bulk), 
food. Oakland. CA to those points In 
the U.S. in and east of TX, OK, KS, NE, 
SD, and ND. (Hearing site: Uttle Rock. 
AR, or San Francisco. CA) 

NotDual operations may be involved. 
MC 140071 (Sub-24F), Bled December 

6.1979. Applicant: DEETZ TRUCKING. 
INC, P.O. Box 2. Strum, WI 54770. 
Representative: Charles J. Kimball. 350 
Capitol Life Center. 1600 Sherman 
Street. Denver, CO 80203. Transporting 
(1) day products, and (2) refractory 
products (except clay products), and (3) 
materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture and installation of the 
commodities named in (1) and (2) above, 
from the facilities of Clow Corp., Clay 
Products Division, at or near Carol 
Stream, DL to points in IA, MN and WI. 
(Hearing site: Chicago. IL) 

MC 147830 (Sub-2F). Bled December 5. 
1979. Applicant: IOWA-NEBRASKA 
STEEL TRANSPORTATION CO., a 
corporation, 5092 NJL 46th Avenue. 
Altoona, LA 50009. Representative: 
Thomas E. Leahy. Jr.. 1980 Financial 
Center, Des Moines. IA 50309. 
Transporting (1) iron and steel articles 
and (2) non ferrous metals from the 
facilities of Central Steel & Wire Co. at 
Chicago, IL to points in LA and NE. 
restricted to traffic originating at the 
named origin and destined to the 
indicated destinations. (Hearing site: 
Chicago. IL) 

MC 147831 (Sub-lOF), filed December 

3.1979. Applicant: CENTRAL STATES 
EXPRESS. INC. P.O. Box 2404, Jackson. 
TN 38301 Representative: Abraham A. 
Diamond. 29 South LaSalle SL Chicago. 

IL 60603. Transporting (1) Plastic auto 
parts and (2) materials, equipment and 
supplies used in their manufacture and 


distribution between the facilities of 
Douglas & Lome son Co. at or near 
Milan, TN. on the one hand, and. on the 
other, points in IL IN. ML and OH. 
(Hearing site: Jackson. TN.) 

MC 147831 (Sub-1 IF), filed December 

5.1979. Applicant: CENTRAL STATES 
EXPRESS. INC., P.O. Box 2484, Jackson. 
TN 38301. Representative: Abraham A 
Diamond, 29 South La Salle Street. 
Chicago, IL 60606. Transporting (1) 
foodstuffs (except in bulk), and (2) 
Materials, equipment and supplies used 
in their manufacture, and distribution 
between the facilities of Kelly Foods. 
ln<L, at or near Jackson, TN. on the one 
hand, and, on the other, Jacksonville, 
Orlando. Tampa and Miami, FL Atlanta, 
GA, Chicago and Plainfield, IL 
Louisville, KY. New Orleans, LA, 
Preston, MD. Trenton, Kansas City and 
SL Louis. MO. Woodridge. NJ. Charlotte, 
Pineville and Raleigh. NC Greenville, 
SC. Columbus. OH. FL Worth. Dallas, 
Houston and San Antonio. TX and 
Kansas City. KS. (Hearing site: Jackson. 
TN.) 

MC 147951 (Sub-3F), filed December 
2a 1979. Applicant: YOURLINE. INC.. 
3540 E. 28th St, Los Angeles, CA 90023. 
Representative: Milton W. Flack. 4311 
Wllshlre Blvd.. Suite 30a Los Angeles. 
CA 90010. Transporting (l)#uch 
commodities as are dealt in by retail 
furniture stores, and (2) materials, 
equipment and supplies used In the 
manufacture and distribution of 
commodities in (1) above (except 
commodities in bulk and those which 
because of size or weight require special 
equipment), between points in AZ, CA, 
NV, NM and TX. under continuing 
contract(s) with (a) R. B. Furniture. Inc., 
of Irvine. CA, (b) R. B. Industries. Lnc., of 
Irvine, CA. and (c) R. B. Creative 
Systems, Inc. of Irvine, CA. (Hearing 
site: Los Angeles. CA.) 

MC 147991 (Sub-2F), filed December 3. 
1979. Applicant: HAMMOND 
TRUCKING. INC., 1131 South Dunlop. 
Forest Park. IL 00130. Representative: 
Dwight Harris, 7310 S. Constance Ave.. 
Chicago. IL 60649. Contract carrier. 
transporting meats, meat products and 
meat byproducts . and articles 
distributed by meat-packing houses, as 
described in Sections A and C of 
Appendix I to the report in Descriptions 
in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C 
209 and 766. (except hides end 
commodities in bulk), from the facilities 
of Swift ft Company at Rochelle, St 
Charles, and Bradley. IL, to points in AL 
FL GA. MS. NC SC and TN, under 
continuing contract(s) with Swift ft 
Company, of Chicago. IL (Hearing site: 
Chicago, IL.) 
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MC148391 (Sub-lF). filed December 4. 
1979. Applicant: THE CONOVER 
EXCHANGE. INC.. 7763 Bollinger Road 
Conover. OH 45317. Representative: 

John L Alden 1396 West Fifth Ave., P.O. 
Box 12241. Columbus. OH 43212. 

Contract carrier, transporting welding 
wire and materials, equipment and 
supplies used in the manufacture and 
puckaging of welding wire (except 
commodities In bulk) between the 
fa dlitJes of Tri-Mark. Incorporated, at or 
nw: Piqua, OH. on the one hand. and. 
on the other, points in the United States 
(except Ak and HI) under continuing 
contracts) with Tri-Mark. Incorporated, 
of Piqua. OR (Hearing site: Columbus, 
OH and Washington, D.C) 

MC 146781 (Sub-lF), filed December 5, 
1979. Applicant: MIKE WELCHEL d.b.a 
MARIETTA WRECKER SERVICE. 2778 
Cobb Parkway, Atlanta. GA 3032a 
Representative: John J. Capo. 5299 
Rosewell Rd.. NJEL. Atlanta. GA 30342. 
Transporting (1) disabled trucks , 
tractors, and trailers from points in FL, 
AL MS, LA. KY. AR. TN. NC, SC OR 
IL, TX, PA. and VA to Atlanta. GA. and 
(2) replacement vehicles in the reverse 
direction. (Hearing site: Atlanta. GA.) 

MC 146961F. filed December 4.1979. 
Applicant: TORONTO CORPORATION. 
301 Genet Street, Scranton, PA 18505. 
Representative: John L Alfano. 550 
Mamaroneck Avenue, Harrison. NY 
10528. Contract carrier, transporting 
confectionery and chewing gum (except 
in bulk), between Duryea and Scranton, 
PA. on the one hand. and. on the other, 
points In AL DE. FL GA, MD. NC. SC 
TN, VA. WV, and DC, under continuing 
contracts) with Topps Chewing Cum 
Incorporated, of Duryea, PA. (Hearing 
site: Scranton. PA.) 

MC 146970F. filed December 3.1979. 
Applicant: BEACH PARK FREIGHT 
LINES, INC.. 3721 Hocoridge Ave.. 
Waukegan. IL 60085. Representative: 
Billie Jean Holm. 2646 Forest Lanes. 
Waukegan, IL 60085. Contract carrier. 
transporting (1) building and insulating 
materials (except in bulk) from the 
facilities of Johns -Man ville Sales Corp, 
at or near Waukegan. IL to points in IN. 
I A. Ml. OH. and WI. and (2) Insulation 
Board, from the facilities of Johns- 
Manville Perlite Corp. at or near 
Rockdale. VL to points in IN. IA. MI. OH 
and WL and (3) Materials and supplies 
used in the manufacture and 
distribution of the commodities named 
[ n (I) *nd (2) (except commodities in 
bulk) from points in IN. IA. ML OH. and 
Wl. to Waukegan and Rockdale. IL. 
under continuing contract(s) with Johns- 
Manville Sales Corporation, of Oak 
Brook, IL. (Hearing site: Chicago, IL) 


MC 149111F. filed December 4. 1979 . 
Applicant: GENERAL COMMODITIES 
WAREHOUSE & DISTRIBUTING CO„ 
INCL 39th Street Pittsburgh, PA 15201. 
Representative: Thomas M. Mulroy, 1500 
Bank Tower. 307 Fourth Avenue. 
Pittsburgh. PA 15222. Transporting 
general commodities, (except those of 
unusual value, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, classes A 
and B explosives, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equipment) 
from Pittsburgh. PA, to points in OH. 

WV. and MD. (Hearing site: Pittsburgh. 
PA or Wshington, DC) 

Volume No. 66 

Decided: Feb. 19,1960. 

By the Commission. Review Board 
Number 2. Members Eaton. Liberman 
and Jensen. Member Jensen not 
participating. 

MC 4941 (Sub-92F). filed November 30, 
1979. Applicant QUINN FREIGHT 
LINES, INC., 1093 North Montello SL 
Brockton. MA 02403. Representative: 
Russell S. Callahan (same address as 
applicant). Transporting steel, box 
strapping, and steel stropping, between 
the facilities of The Stanley Works at 
New Britain, CT. on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points In NY, OH. PA. VA, 
and WV. (Hearing site: Boston. MA, or 
Washington. DC) 

MC 11220 (Sub-185F). filed November 

26.1979. Applicant: GORDONS 
TRANSPORTS. INC. 185 West 
McLemore Ave.. Memphis, TN 36101. 
Representative: James J. Emigh. P.O. Box 
59. Memphis. TN 38101. Transporting (1) 
foodstuffs and (2) materials and 
supplies used in the manufacture and 
distribution of foodstuffs, (a) between 
Humboldt, TN. on the one hand, and, on 
the other. Atlanta. GA, Jacksonville, IL 
and Dallas and Sherman. TX. and (b) 
between Jacksonville, IL on the one 
hand. an<L on the other. Atlanta. GA. 
Memphis, TN, and Dallas and Sherman. 
TX. restricted in (a) and (b) above to the 
transportation of traffic originating at or 
destined to the facilities used by 
Anderson Clayton Foods. (Hearing site: 
Dallas. TX.) 

Note.—The authority sought could be 
Joined with applicant's regular-route general 
commodities authority at the common points 
of Atlanta. GA. Memphis, TN. and Dallas and 
Sherman. TX. 

MC 35320 (Sub-392F), filed November 

29.1979. Applicant: T.I.M.E.. DC INC, 
2598 74th St, P.O. Box 2550, Lubbock. 

TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 


defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of the Jenn Air Corp., at or near 
Indianapolis. IN. as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier’s otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Indianapolis, IN. or 
Washington. DC.) 

Note.—,AppUcant intends to tack to its 
existing authority and any authority it may 
obtain in the future. 

MC 35320 (Sub-393F). filed November 

29.1979. Applicant: TJAf.E., DC, INC,, 
2598 74th St.. P.O. Box 2550, Lubbock, 

TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of the Tidewater Publishing Company at 
or near Centerville, MD as an off-route 
point in connection with carrier’s 
otherwise authorized regular-route 
operations. (Hearing site: Baltimore, MD 
or Washington. DC.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to Its 
existing authority and any authority it may 
obtain in the future. 

MC 35320 (Sub-394F). filed November 

30.1979. Applicant: T.I.M.E.. DC. INC., 
2598 74th St., P.O. Box 2550, Lubbock. 

TX 79*108. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of the PAECO, Inc., at or near Toms 
River, N], as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier’s otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: New York. NY or 
Washington. DC.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority and any authority it may 
obtain in the future. 

MC 35320 (Sub-395F). filed November 

30.1979. Applicant: T.I.M.E.. DC INC. 
2598 74th St.. P.O. Box 255a Lubbock, 

TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities, 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Screw Conveyor Co.. Inc., at or near 
Winona, MS, as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier’s otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
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(Hearing site: Memphis. TN or 
Washington. DC.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority and any authority it may 
obtain in the future. 

MC 35320 (Sub-396F), filed November 

30.1979. Applicant: TXM.E., DC INC., 
2598 74th SL P.O. Box 2550, Lubbock. 

TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities, 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Emil Rivers Co., at or near Rockland. 
ME. as an off-route point in connection 
with carrier's otherwise authorized 
regular-route operations. (Hearing site: 
Boston. MA or Washington, DC.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority and any authority it may 
obtain in the future. 

MC 35320 (Sub-397F), filed November 

30.1979. Applicant: T.I.M.E.. DC INC. 
2598 74th St.. P.O. Box 255a Lubbock. 

TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G, 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities, 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Chamberlain Manufacturing 
Corporation at or near Nogales. AZ. as 
an off-route point in connection with 
carrier's otherwise authorized regular- 
route operations. (Hearing site: Phoenix. 
AZ or Chicago, IL) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to Its 
existing authority and any authority it may 
obtain in the future. 

MC 35320 (Sub-398F). filed November 

30.1979. Applicant: TJ.M.E., DC, INC.. 
2598 74th St.. P.O. Box 2550, Lubbock. 

TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities, 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Fond du Lac Manufacturing at or near 
Cloquet. MN. as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Minneapolis or SL Paul. 
MN.) 

Notfe—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority and any authority it may 
obtain in the future. 

MC 35320 (Sub-400F), filed November 

29.1979. Applicant: T.I.M.E., DC, INC, 
2598 74th SL P.O. Box 2550. Lubbock. 


TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities, 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of Adirondack Wood Products Company 
at or near Amsterdam and Gloversville, 
NY. as off-route points in connection 
with carrier's otherwise authorized 
regular-route operations. (Hearing site: 
Buffalo, NY or Washington. DC.) 

Not*.—Applicant intends to tack to its 
existing authority and any authority it may 
obtain in the future. 

MC 35320 (Sub-40lF), filed November 

29.1979. Applicant: T.LMJL, DC. INC. 
2598 74th St.. P.O. Box 2550. Lubbock, 

TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities, 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facilities 
of G C M Mills. Inc., at or near 
Gloversville, NY as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route Operations. 
(Hearing site: Buffalo. NY or 
Washington, DC.) 

Note.—Applicant intends to tack to Its 
existing authority and any authority it may 
obtain in the future. 

MC 35320 (Sub-403F), filed November 

29.1979. Applicant: T.LMJL, DC INC. 
2598 74th SL, P.O. Box 2550. Lubbock. 

TX 79408. Representative: Kenneth G. 
Thomas (same address as applicant). 
Transporting general commodities, 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special eauipment). serving the facilities 
of TACO/Jerrold Corp., at or near 
Sherburne, NY. as an off-route point in 
connection with carrier's otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Syracuse, NY or 
Washington. DC.) 

Notfe—Applicant Intends to tack to its 
existing authority and any authority it may 
obtain in the future. 

MC 42261 (Sub-150F), filed November 

29.1979. Applicant: LANCER 
TRANSPORT CORP., Box 305, Jersey 
City, NJ 07303. Representative: W, C 
Mitchell. 370 Lexington Ave., New York, 
NY 10017. Transporting (1) containers , 
container ends, and container closures, 
and (2) accessories, materials, 
equipment and supplies used in the 
manufacture and distribution of the 
commodities in (1) above (except 


commodities in bulk), between points in 
CT. DE, FL GA, KY. ME. MD. MA. NH. 
NJ. NY. NC OH. PA, RI, SC TN. VT. 
VA. WV, and DC. restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at or 
destined to the facilities of National Can 
Corporation in the above described 
territory. (Hearing site: Washington. 
DC) 

Condition.—The issuance of a certificate in 
this proceeding is conditioned upon the 
coincidental cancellation of Certificates MC- 
42261 Sub 124. and MC-42261 Sub 142 
already requested by applicant 

MC 47171 (Sub-152F). filed November 

30.1979. Applicant: COOPER MOTOR 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 2820, Greenville, 
SC 29602. Representative: Harris G. 
Andrews (same address as applicant). 
Transporting such commodities as are 
dealt in or used by manufacturers, 
converters, and distributors of (1) paper 
and paper products, and (2) cellulose 
and synthetic materials, (except 
commodities in bulk), from the facilities 
of Kimberly-Clark Corporation at New 
Milford. CT. to points in MD and DC 
(Hearing site: Washington. DC) 

MC 90870 (Sub-35F), filed November 

29.1979. Applicant: RIECHMANN 
ENTERPRISES, INC. Route 2 Box 137, 
Alhambra. IL 62001. Representative: 
Cecil L Goettsch, 1100 Des Moines 
Bldg., Des Moines. LA 50309. Over 
regular routes transporting general 
commodities, (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
between New Douglas, IL. and St. Louis, 
MO, from New Douglas over 
unnumbered Hwy to junction Interstate 
Hwy 55, then over Interstate hwy 55 to 
St Louis, and return over the same 
route, serving the intermediate and off- 
route points of Livingston and 
Williamson, IL (Hearing site: St Louis, 
MO and Washington. DC.) 

Nolo,—Applicant intends to tack with Its 
other authority. 

MC 95540 (Sub-1148F), filed November 

27.1979. Applicant: WATKINS MOTOR 
LINES, INC. 1144 West Griffin Road. 
P.O. Box 1636. Lakeland, FL 33802 
Representative: Benjy W. Fincher (same 
address as applicant). Transporting 
wearing apparel, between points in TX, 
on the one hand, and. on the other, 
points in the United States (except AK 
and HI). (Hearing site: Dallas. TX or 
Washington, DC.) 

MC 95540 (Sub-1147F). filed November 

27.1979. Applicant: WATKINS MOTOR 
LINES. INC, 1144 West Griffin Rd.. P.O. 
Box 1636. Lakeland. Florida 33802. 
Representative: Benjy W. Fincher (same 
address as applicant). Transporting 
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plumbing goods, from Pomona, CA to 
those points in the United States in and 
east of ND. SO. NE KS. OK. and TX. 
[Hearing site: Loa Angeles, CA or 
Washington. DC.) 

MC 104421 (Sub-32F), filed November 

30.1979. Applicant: ECONOLINES, INC, 
P O. Box 623, D.T.S., Omaha. NE 68101. 
Representative: Roger W. Norris (same 
address as applicant). Transporting 
general commodities (except those of 
unusual value, classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, foodstuffs, hides, 
contractors equipment, lumber, and 

c ommodities in bulk), between points in 
Burt County. NE, on the one hand. and. 
on the other, points in AL FL GA OR. 
SD, TX, and WA (Hearing site: Lincoln. 
NE) 

MC 129301 (Sub-16F), filed November 

20 . 1979. Applicant ENGLISH AND 
SONS CORPORATION. 412 
Kingshighway, Thorofare, N] 08006. 
Representative: James H. Sweeney. 468 
Kentucky Ave.. R.D. 5, Williamstown. NJ 
08094. Contract carrier transporting (1) 
household cleaning products, (except 
commodities in bulk), from Bristol and 
Cornwells Heights, PA. to points in CT, 
DE MA MD. ME NH. NJ. NY. RI. VT. 
and DC and (2) materials and supplies 
used in the manufacture or distribution 
of household cleaning products, (except 
commodities in bulk), in the reverse 
direction, under continuing contract(s) 
with the Purex Corporation of Bristol. 

PA. (Hearing site: Philadelphia. PA or 
Washington, DC) 

MC 135070 (Sub-123F), filed November 

20. 1979. Applicant: JAY LINES. INC, 

P O. Box 30180. Amarillo. TX 79120. 
Representative: Gailyn L Larsen. P.O. 
Box 82818, Lincoln. NE 68501. 

T .unsporting household care products; 
cleaning, scouring, and washing 
compounds; beverage preparations; food 
products, noncarbonated water; hair 
care products; drugs: soap; and toilet 
articles, from Dallas. TX. to points in 
AR. CO. KS. LA. MO. NM, and OK. 
(Hearing site: Dallas. TX.) 

Note.—Dual operations may be involved. 

MC 135070 (Sub-128F). filed November 

20.1979. Applicant: JAY LINES, INC, 

P O. Box 3010a Amarillo. TX 7912a 
Representative: Gailyn L Larsen. P.O. 
Box 82816. Lincoln. NE 68501. 
Transporting meats, meat products and 
meat byproducts, and articles 
distributed by meat-packing houses, as 
described in Sections A and C of 
Appendix I to the report In Descriptions 
in Motor Carrier Certificates, 81 MCC 
209 and 766, from San Antonio. TX. to 
points in AL CA GA FL IL LA MD, 
MS, MO. NJ. NC OR. PA SC VA and 


WA. (Hearing site: San Antonio or 
Dallas, TX.) 

Note.—Dual operations may be Involved. 
MC 135481 (Sub-4F). filed November 

26.1979. Applicant: TELFER TANK 
LINES, INC. P.O. Box 709, Martinez. CA 
94553. Representative: Daniel W. Baker, 
100 Pine SL Suite 2550. San Francisco. 

CA 94111. Transporting (1) liquid coal 
tar, coal tar emulsions, asphalt 
emulsions, coal tar pipe enamel, and 
coo! tar cut backs, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from points in San Bernardino 
County, CA to points in NV. AZ, NM, 

UT, and CO. (2) residual fuel oils. In 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
Contra Costa County. CA to points in 
OR and NV, and (3) lignosulfonates, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
CA to points in NV. (Hearing site: San 
Francisco. CA) 

MC 142941 (Sub-57F). Bled November 

19.1979. Applicant: SCARBOROUGH 
TRUCK LINES. INC, 1313 N. 25th Ave. 
P.O. Box 6716. Phoenix, AZ 85005. 
Representative: Lewis P. Ames. Ill 
West Monroe, 10th Floor. Phoenix. AZ 
85003. Transporting toilet 
preporations,from the facilities of Roux 
Laboratories, Inc. in Duval County. FL. 
to points in AL. LA ME OK. TX, and 
Covington. KY. (Hearing site: Phoenix. 
AZ or Jacksonville, FL) 

MC 144140 (Sub-45F). filed November 

28.1979. Applicant: SOUTHERN 
FREIGHTWAYS, INC. P.O. Box 158, 
Eustis, FL 32728. Representative: John L 
Dickerson (some address as applicant). 
Transporting (1) beverages, beverage 
preparations, and citrus products, and 
(2) foodstuffs, in mixed shipments with 
the commodities in (1) above, (except 
commodities in bulk), from points in FL 
to points in AL GA KY. LA MS. NC 
SC and TN. (Hearing site: Orlando, FL 
or Washington. DC) 

MC 144621 (Sub-15F). filed November 

28.1979. Applicant CENTURY MOTOR 
LINES, INC. P.O. Box 15248,1720 East 
Garry Ave. Santa Ana, CA 92705. 
Representative: fames P. Beck. 71717th 
SL Suite 2800. Denver. CO 80202. 
Transporting wine (except in bulk), from 
points in CA to points in TX. and those 
points in the United States in and east of 
WI, IA IL KY. TN, and MS. Condition: 
The person or persons which appear to 
be in common control of applicant and 
another regulated carrier must either file 
an application for approval of common 
control under 49 U.S.C i 11343. or 
submit an affidavit indicating why such 
approval is unnecessary. (Hearing site: 
Los Angeles, CA) 

Note.—Dual operations may be involved. 
MC 144780 (Sub-4F). filed November 

30.1979. Applicant: HiTTMAN 
TRANSPORT SERVICES. INC.. 2700 


Keslinger Rd., Geneva. IL 60134. 
Representative: Anthony C. Vance, 1307 
Dolly Madison Blvd. McLean. VA 22101. 
Contract carrier transporting 
radioactive waste, from the facilities of 
(a) Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power 
Corp. at or near Vernon. VT. (b) Boston 
Edison Pilgrim Nuclear Station, at or 
near Plymouth. MA (c) Maine Yankee 
Atomic Power Plant Co. at or near 
WiscasseL ME (d) Baltimore Gas & 
Electric Calvert Cliffs Nuclear Station, 
at or near Lusby. MD. (e) The Power 
Authority of the State of NY Indian 
Point Nuclear Station, at or near 
Buchanan. NY. and (f) Oyster Creek 
Nuclear Station, at or near Forked River, 
NJ. to Bumwell. SC Richland. WA and 
Beatty, NV. under continuing contract(s) 
with Hittman Nuclear & Development 
Corp. Condition: Any permit issued in 
this proceeding shall be limited in point 
of time to a period expiring 5 years from 
its date of issue. [Hearing site: 
Washington, DC or Chicago, IL) 

MC 144821 (Sub-4F). filed November 
2a 1979. Applicant: FREEDOM 
FREIGHTWAYS, INC. P.O. Box 5850. 

St. Louis. MO 63134. Representative: 
Ernest A. Brooks IL 1301 Ambassador 
Bldg., St. Louis, MO 83101. Transporting 
such commodities as are dealt in or 
used by automotive supply and 
household appliance stores, between 
those points in the United States In and 
east of ND. SD. NE KS, OK. and TX. 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at or destined to the facilities 
of Western Auto Supply Company and 
its franchise stores. (Hearing site: SL 
Louis, MO.) 

MC 144981 (Sub-3F). filed November 

30.1979. Applicant JOHN DAY- 
PORTLAND AUTO FREIGHT. INC, 

P.O. Box 5. John Day. OR 97845. 
Representative: Lawrence V. Smart Jr., 
419 N.W. 23rd Ave., Portland. OR 97210. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), between Portland. 
OR on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Harney County, OR. (Hearing 
site: Portland. OR.) 

MC 145230 (Sub-3F), filed November 

30.1979. Applicant: H & S TRUCKING. 
INC. P.O. Box 127. Wesson. MS 39191. 
Representative: Fred W. Johnson. Jr„ 
1500 Deposit Guaranty Plaza, P.O. Box 
22828, Jackson. MS 39205. Contract 
carrier transporting foodstuffs and 
specialty gift items, from the facilities of 
The Wisconsin Cheeseman. Inc., at or 
near Sun Prairie, WI. to Phoenix. AZ, 

Los Angeles and Oakland, CA. 
Jacksonville and Miami. FL Shreveport, 
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LA Albuquerque, NM, Portland. OR, 
Salt Lake City. UT. and Seattle, WA 
under continuing con tract (s) with The 
Wisconsin Cheeseman, Inc^ of Madison, 
WI. (Hearing site: Madison. Wl. or 
Washington. DC) 

MC 145240 (Sub-4F), filed November 

26.1979. Applicant: L D. BRINKMAN 
TRUCKING CORP., 520 N. Wildwood. 
Irving. TX 75060. Representative: 
Lawrence A. Winkle, P.O. Box 45538, 
Dallas, TX 75245. Contract carrier 
transporting sugar, in packages, from 
Mathews. LA. to points in TX. under 
continuing contract(s) with The South 
Coast Sugars. Inc., of Houma, LA 
(Hearing site: Dallas, TX or New 
Orleans, LA) 

MC 145240 (Sub-5F), filed November 

27.1979. Applicant: L D. BRINKMAN 
TRUCKING CORP., 520 N. Wildwood, 
Irving. TX 75060. Representative: 
Lawrence A. Winkle, P.O. Box 45538. 
Dallas. TX 75245. Contract carrier 
transporting such commodities as are 
used by restaurant or institutional 
businesses, from Kansas City, KS, to 
Dallas, TX. under continuing contract(s) 
with John Sexton & Co„ Div. Beatrice 
Foods, of Chicago. IL (Hearing site: 
Dallas. TX.) 

MC 145301 (Sub-4F), filed November 

29.1979. Applicant: R.E.M. TRANSPORT 
CO., INC., Building No. 431. Raritan 
Center. Edison, NJ 08817 Representative: 
Brian S. Stem. 2425 Wilson BIvd„ Suite 
367. Arlington, VA 22201. Transporting 
(1) acids and chemicals, in packages, 
from the facilities of Allied Chemical 
Corporation at or near Marcus Hook. 

PA to points in TX, and (2) plastic 
materials (except commodities in bulk), 
from the facilities of Allied Chemical 
Corporation at or near Orange, TX, to 
points in CA. (Hearing site: Newark. NJ 
or Washington. DC.) 

Note.—Dual operations may be involved. 
MC 145441 (Sub-80F). filed November 

23.1979. Applicant: A.C.B. TRUCKING. 
INC.. P.O. Box 5130. No. Little Rock. AR. 
Representative: Ralph E. Bradbury 
(same address as applicant). 

Transporting (1) materials and supplies 
used in the manufacture and distribution 
of liquid plastics and urethane coating, 
from those points in the United States 
on and east of U.S. Hwy 85 to St. Louis, 
MO, and Riverside, CA, and (2) 
urethane coating and liquid plastics in 
the reverse direction. (Hearing site: 

Little Rock. AR or Los Angeles, CA.) 

Note.—Dual operations may be involved. 
MC 145481 (Sub-12F), filed November 

26.1979. Applicant: COYOTE TRUCK 
LLNE, INC., 501 Sam Ralston Rd., 

Lebanon. IN 46052. Representative: John 
T. Wirth. 717—17th St.. Suite 2600, 


Denver, CO 80202. Transporting general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
between Los Angeles. CA on the one 
hand, and. on the other, those points in 
the United States in and east of MN. LA 
NE. KS, OK, and TX. (Hearing site: Los 
Angeles. CA or Chicago, IL) 

Note,—Dual operations may be involved 

MC 145950 (Sub-62F), filed November 

19.1979. Applicant: BAYWOOD 
TRANSPORT, INC, Route 6, P.O. Box 
2611, Waco, TX 76706. Representative: 

E. Stephen Heisley, 805 McLachlen Bank 
Bldg., 666 Eleventh St., NW„ 
Washington. DC 20001. Transporting 
tires, from the facilities of General Tire 
and Rubber Company at or near Waco, 
TX to points in AZ and CA. (Hearing 
site: Los Angeles, CA.) 

Not#.—Dual operations may be involved 

MC 145950 (Sub-63F), filed November 

28.1979. Applicant: BAYWOOD 
TRANSPORT. INC., Route 8, P.O. Box 
2611, Waco. TX 76706, Representative: 

E. Stephen Heisley, 805 McLachlen Bank 
Bldg.. 666 Eleventh St. NW„ 

Washington, DC 20001. Transporting 
petroleum and petroleum products, in 
packages, from the facilities of Witco 
Chemical Corporation, at or near 
Houston, TX. to AL AR. CO. FL GA. 

LA MO, MS, NC, SC and TN. (Hearing 
site: New Orleans, LA.) 

Not#.— Dual operations may be involved 

MC 146601 (Sub-5F). filed November 

23.1979. Applicant: POTEAT MOTOR 
LINES. INC. 522 12th Ave., SW., 

Hickory. NC 28601. Representative: 
Robert D. Hoagland, 1204 Cameron 
Brown Bldg., 301 S. McDowell St., 
Charlotte. NC 28204. Transporting iron 
and steel articles, from Baltimore. MD, 
and Philadelphia, PA to points in 
Catawba and Yancey Counties, NC 
Condition: The person or persons who 
appear to be in common control of 
applicant and another regulated carrier 
must either file an application for 
approval of common control under 49 
U.S.C. f 11343, or submit an affidavit 
indicating why such approval is 
unnecessary. (Hearing site: Charlotte, 
NC.) 

MC 146810 (Sub-2F), filed November 

26.1979. Applicant: JOHN 
WILLEGALLA. db.a. WILLEGALLA 
TRUCKING, 1295 Elsnore Circle. Long 
Lake. MN 55356. Representative: Val M. 
Higgins. 1000 First National Bank Bldg.. 
Minneapolis. MN 55402. Contract carrier 
transporting malt beverages, from St. 
Louis. MO, and LaCrosse. WI, to Long 
Lake, MN, under continuing contract(s) 


with Thorpe Distributing Co. (Hearing 
site: Minneapolis-St. Paul, MN.) 

MC 147491 (Sub-2F). filed November 

26.1979. Applicant: TAB TRUCKING. 
INC., 4342 Janitro! Road, Columbus, OH 
43228. Representative: Brian S. Stem. 
2425 Wilson Boulevard Suite 367. 
Arlington, VA 22201. Transporting 
foodstuffs (except in bulk), and animal 
foods , in containers, from the facilities 
of Campbell Soup Company at or near 
Napoleon. OH. to points in IN. KY. and 
MI, restricted to the transportation of 
traffic originating at the named origins 
and destined to the indicated 
destinations. (Hearing site: Toledo or 
Cleveland, OH.) 

MC 147811 (Sub-5F). filed November 

29.1979. Applicant: FLO-JO 
CONTRACTING. INC.. P.O. Box 283. 
Belgrade Lakes, ME 64918. 
Representative: Karl A. Johnson (same 
address as applicant). Contract carrier 
transporting salt, chemicals, pipe 
products, and horticultural and 
agricultural supplies, (1) from points in 
NY. NJ. PA MD. DE. MA. CT. RI, NH 
and VT. to points in ME, NH. VT. MA. 
CT and RI. and (2) from points in ME, to 
points in NH. VT. MA, CT. RI. NY. NJ 
and PA under continuing contract(s) 
with W. H. Shurtleff Co., of Portland 
ME. (Hearing site: Portland or Augusta, 
MB.) 

MC 147831 (Sub-9F), filed November 

29.1979. Applicant: CENTRAL STATES 
EXPRESS. INC., P.O. Box 2464. Jackson. 
TN 36301. Representative: Abraham A. 
Diamond 29 South LaSalle St, Chicago. 
IL 60603. Transporting (1) wood doors, 
door fronts, wood flooring, and lumber, 
and (2) materials used in the 
manufacture and distribution of the 
commodities in (1) above, from the 
facilities of Bruce Hardwood Floors, 
Division of Triangle Pacific Company, at 
or near Jackson, TN. to Lodi. CA 
Lakeland. FL Atlanta. GA. Union City. 
IN. Auburn, NE, Nashua, NH, 
Carbondale and Thompsontown. PA 
and McKinney. TX. Condition: The 
person or persons who appear to be in 
common control of applicant and 
another regulated carrier must either file 
an application for approval of common 
control under 49 U.S.C 11343, or submit 
an affidavit Indicating why such 
approval is unnecessary. (Hearing site: 
Jackson, TN.) 

MC 148131 (Sub-2F), filed November 

27.1979. Applicant: JAMTRAN, INC.. 
P.O. Box 57. St. Hilaire. MN 56754. 
Representative: Gene P. Johnson, P.O. 
Box 2471, Fargo, ND 58108. Transporting 
dry fertilizer, between Grand Forks, ND. 
on the one hand, and. on the other, 
points in MN. Condition: The person or 
persons who appear to be in common 
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control of applicant and another 
regulated carrier must either file an 
application for approval of common 
control under 49 U.S.C. 11343. or submit 
an affidavit indicating why such 
approval is unnecessary. (Hearing site: 
Fargo, ND, or Minneapolis. MN.) 

MC 148320 (Sub-2F). Hied November 

23.1979. Applicant: MHB. INC. P.O. Box 
10505, Goldsboro, NC 27530. 
Representative: Terrell C. Clark, P.O. 

Box 25, Stanleytown, VA 24168. 
Transporting (1) canned goods (except 
frozen), (a) from the facilities of Joan of 
Arc Company in Sampson County. NC 
to those points in the United States in 
and east of MI, IN. KY. TN, MS. and LA. 
and (b) from the facilities of Joan of Arc 
Company at or near Belladeau and St 
Francisviile, LA. to the facilities of Joan 
of Arc Company in Sampson County, 

NC (2) materials and supplies used in 
the manufacture and distribution of 
canned goods, from Baltimore, Fruitland, 
and Hurlock, MD, Spartanburg. SC. and 
Winchester, VA to the facilities of Joan 
of Arc Company in Sampson County. 

NC (3) malt beverages, from Fogelsviile, 
PA, Pabst GA Norfolk. VA, and 
Trenton. NJ. to Goldsboro. NC and (4) 
root beeri from Scranton. PA. to 
Goldsboro. NC (Hearing site: 
Washington. DC or Raleigh. NC.) 

MC 148350 (Sub-2F), filed November 

27.1979. Applicant: IMPERIAL 
FREIGHT LINES, a corporation. 1075 
North Tenth St., San Jose. CA 95113. 
Representative: Walter H. Walker UL 
100 Pine St, Suite 2550, San Francisco, 
CA 94111. Contract carrier transporting 
(1) such commodities as are dealt in by 
health food stores, and (2) cosmetics . 
soops. and cleaning compounds , 
between the facilities of Evergreen 
Enterprises, Inc., at Sparks, NC. and 
points in CA under continuing 
contract(s) with Neo-Life Company of 
America of Hayward, CA. (Hearing site: 
San Francisco. CA) 

MC 148300 (Sub-5F), filed November 

30.1979. Applicant PDR TRUCKING. 
LNC., 6048 South York Rd., Gastonia. NC 
20052. Representative: Eric Meierhoefcr, 
Suite 423.1511 K Street, NW.. 
Washington. DC 20005. Contract carrier 
transporting new furniture, from 
Hickory, NC, to Cleveland, Akron. 
Youngstown, and West Austintown, 

OH, under continuing contract(s) with 
Strouss Department Store of 
Youngstown, OH. (Hearing site: 
Youngstown, OH.) 

MC 148670F, filed November 19.1979. 
Applicant: STOKLEY 
TRANSPORTATION CORP.. P.O. Box 
159, Classboro, NJ 08028. 

Representative: Michael R. Werner, 167 
Fairfield Rd., P.O. Box 1409. Fairfield, NJ 


07006. Contract carrier transporting (1) 
canned foods . and (2) materials , 
supplies, and equipment used in the 
manufacture and distribution of canned 
foods, between Glassboro and 
Swedesboro. NJ, and Avondale, PA, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in CT. DE. MA, MD. ME. NH. NJ. NY. 

OH, PA, VA, and VT, under continuing 
contract(s) with Ron Son Mushroom 
Products, Inc., and Ron Son Foods, Inc., 
both of Glassboro. NJ. (Hearing site: 
Philadelphia, PA) 

MC 148671F, filed November 19.1979. 
Applicant: HARLAND 
QUACKENBUSH. d.b.a. H & D 
TRUCKING. 500 Dew Drop Cove. 
Casselberry, FL 32707. Representative: 
Elbert Brown, Jr., P.O. Box 1378, 
Altamonte Springs, FL 32701. Contract 
carrier transporting paper and paper 
products (except commodities in bulk), 
between points in ME. NH. VI', NY. MA. 
CT. NJ. PA. MD. WV. DE. VA NC, SC, 
CA, FL. IN, OH, and DC. under 
continuing contract(s) with Anderson 
Box Company of Indianapolis, IN. 
(Hearing site: Indianapolis, IN. or 
Staunton. VA) 

MC 148710 (Sub-lF), filed November 

21,1979. Applicant: SEABOARD 
EXPRESS. INC, 5724 New Peachtree 
Rd.. Atlanta, GA 30341. Representative: 
E. Stephen Heisley, 805 McLachlen Bank 
Bldg., 666 Eleventh SL, NW., 
Washington. DC 20001. Contract carrier 
transporting such commodities as are 
dealt in or used by chemical 
manufacturers and distributors (except 
commodities in bulk), between the 
facilities used by Oxford Chemicals, 

Inc., at or near Chamblec. GA. on the 
one hand. and. on the other. Brisbane, 
CA. Denver, CO, Miami, FL, 
Indianapolis, IN, New Orleans, LA, 
Charlotte, NC Keene. NH. Harrisburg, 
PA Memphis, TN, and Houston, TX, 
under continuing contract(s) with 
Oxford Chemicals, Ino, of Chamblee, 
CA. (Hearing site: Atlanta, GA.) 

MC 148820F. filed November 29,1979. 
Applicant: ENTERPRISE 
TRANSPORTATION, INC. 1191 South 
Wheeling Rd., Wheeling IL 60090. 
Representative: Edward G. Bazelon, 39 
South LaSalle St., Chicago, IL 60003. 
Contract carrier transporting (1) paint , 
varnish, solvents , cleaning compounds . 
wax, detergents , and chemicals, and (2) 
materials , equipment and supplies used 
in the manufacture and distribution of 
the commodities in (1) above (except 
commodities in bulk, in tank vehicles), 
between the facilities of The Enterprise 
Companies, a Division of Insilco 
Corporation, at Chicago and Wheeling, 
IL, on the one hand. and. on the other, 
points in the United States (except AK 


and HI) under continuing contract(s) 
with The Enterprise Companies, a 
Division of Insilco Corporation of 
Wheeling, IL (Hearing site: Chicago, IL) 
MC 143501 (Sub-4F). filed November 

28,1979. Applicant: R.G.C CARGO 
CARRIERS. INC.. P.O. Box 523, South 
Holland, IL 60473. Representative: James 
E. Savitz, Suite 145,4 Professional Dr., 
Gaithersburg, MD 20760. Contract 
carrier transporting foodstuffs (except 
frozen), from the facilities of Michigan 
Fruit Canners at or near Coloma, ML to 
points in AZ, CA. OR, UT. and WA 
under continuing contract(s) with 
Michigan Fruit Canners. of Coloma. ML 
(Hearing site: Chicago. IL) 

MC 2890 (Sub-57F). filed November 27, 
1979. Applicant: AMERICAN BUSUNES. 
INC.. 1501 South Central Ave., Los 
Angeles. CA 90021. Representative: 
George W. Han thorn, 1500 Jackson St., 
Dallas, TX 75201. Over regular routes 
transporting passengers and their 
baggage . and express and newspapers 
in the same vehicle with passengers, 
between Ft Wayne, IN, and Toledo, 

OH. (1) from Ft. Wayne over IN Hwy 37 
to the IN-OH State line, then over OH 
Hwy 2 to Toledo, and return over the 
same route, serving all intermediate 
points, and (2) over U.S. Hwy 24. serving 
no intermediate points, as an alternate 
route for operating convenience only. 
(Hearing site: Ft Wayne, IN, or Toledo, 
OH.) 

Agatha L Morgunovich. 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc Fifed *45 urn] 

BILLING COOC 705S-01-* 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Proposed Consent Decree In Action 
To Enjoin Discharge of Air Pollutants 
by Republic Steel Corp. 

In accordance with Department 
policy. 28 CFR 50.7, 38 FR 19029, notice 
is hereby given that on March 4.1980, a 
proposed consent decree in United 
States of America v. Republic Steel 
Corporation , N.D. 111. Civ. No. 80 C 5087, 
was lodged with the United States 
District Court for the Northern District 
of Illinois. Eastern Division. Republic 
Steel Corporation owns and operates a 
steel plant known as the Chicago 
District Plant in Chicago, Illinois. 

The decree requires Republic to cease 
operation of its coke battery no later 
than June 30,1982 or 120 days after coal 
is charged In a new coke oven battery 
now under construction at the Chicago 
District plant whichever occurs first. In 
the interim. Republic is to implement a 
series of comprehensive operational and 
maintenance procedures to reduce 
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emissions and shall a I no time allow 
visible emissions from more than 13% of 
the coke oven battery doors. 

In addition, particulate emissions from 
Republic's blast furnace will be 
captured by a hooding system vented to 
a baghouse which must maintain a level 
of control of 0.03gr/dscf. Periodic 
performance testing is reouired* 

The proposed consent decree may be 
examined at the office of the United 
States Attorney for the Northern District 
of Illinois. Room 1500 South. Everett 
McKinley Dirksen Building. 219 South 
Dearborn Street. Chicago. Illinois 60604; 
at the Region V office of the 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
Enforcement Division. 230 South 
Dearborn Street Chicago. Illinois 60004; 
and at the Pollution Control Section. 

Land and Natural Resources Division of 
the Department of justice. Room 2645. 
10th and Constitution Avenue NW„ 
Washington, D.C. 2053a A copy of the 
proposed consent decree may be 
obtained in person or by mail from the 
Pollution Control Section. Land and 
Natural Resources Division of the 
Department of justice. 

The Department of Justice will receive 
written comments relating to the 
proposed consent decree until April 21, 
1960. Comments should be addressed to 
the Deputy Assistant Attorney General, 
Land and Natural Resources Division, 
Department of Justice. Washington, D.C. 
20530, and should refer to United States 
of America v. Republic Steel 
Corporation , N.D. Illinois. Civil Action 
No. 80 C 5067, D.J. 90-5-1-938. 

Angus Macbeth, 

Deputy Assistant Attorney General Land and 
Natural Resources Dir is ion. 

[TO Doc. ■WMB Fifed J-19-SCfc, MA mb] 

BILLING COCC 4410-01-lt 


Proposed Consent Decree In Action in 
Which the United States Seeks To 
Enjoin the Emission of Air Pollutants 
by the Public Service Co. of Colorado 

In accordance with Departmental 
policy. 26 CFR 50.7, 36 FR19029, notice 
is hereby given that on February 14. 
1980, o proposed consent decree in 
United States of America v. Public 
Service Company of Colorado , was 
lodged with the United States District of 
Colorado. The proposed consent decree 
is in settlement of an action against the 
Public Service Company of Colorado 
under the Clean Air Act, 33 U.S.C. 
7413(b), for violations of the Colorado 
State Implementation Plan. The 
proposed decree requires the 
installation of pollution control 
equipment for the reduction of 
particulate emissions from fossil-fuel 
fired steam generating units known as 


Cherokee Units 1, 2, 3, and 4. The decree 
further provides for the payment costs of 
engineering studies incurred by the 
United States Environmental Protection 
Agency, and for the payment of 
penalties to the United States and the 
State of Colorado (an Intervenor in the 
case) for failure to meet the compliance 
schedules set by the proposed decree or 
violation of federal or state emission 
requirements. 

The proposed decree may be 
examined at the office of the United 
States Attorney, United States 
Courthouse. Denver, Colorado 80294; the 
Environmental Protection Agency. 

Region Via 1860 Lincoln Street. Denver, 
Colorado 80295; and the Pollution 
Control Section. Land and Natural 
Resources Division. Department of 
Justice, 9th and Pennsylvania Avenue. 
NW. Washington, D.C 20530. A copy of 
the proposed decree may be obtained in 
person or by mail from the Pollution 
Control Section, Land and Natural 
Resources Division, Department of 
justice, 9th and Pennsylvania Avenue. 
NW. Washington. D.C 20530. The 
Department of Justice will receive 
written comments relating to the 
proposed consent decree until April 21, 
1980. Comments should be directed to 
the Assistant Attorney General for the 
Land and Natural Resources Division, 
Department of Justice, 9th and 
Pennsylvania Avenue, Washington, D.C 
20530 and should refer to United States 
of America v. Public Service Company 
of Colorado , D.j. No. 90-6-2-5-1115. 

Angus Macbeth. 

Deputy Assistant A ttomey General Land and 
Natural Resources Division. 

(re t>»c as-asio su vis-ss ms mb] 

•S-LIMQ COOC 441S-0V4S 


Proposed Modification of Consent 
Decree In Action To Enforce Federal 
Auto Emissions Inspection 
Maintenance Program In Pennsylvania 

In accordance with Departmental 
policy, 26 CFR 50.7.38 FR 19029, notice 
is hereby given that on March 5.1980, a 
proposed Modification of Consent 
Decree in United States v. 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania (B. D. 
Pa. 77-619) was lodged with the United 
States District Court for the Eastern 
District of Pennsylvania. The proposed 
Modification of Consent Decree extends 
the deadlines in the existing Consent 
Decree, dated August 3a 1978, for 
implementation of an auto emissions 
inspection-maintenance program In the 
State of Pennsylvania so that the 
commencement date for a mandatory 
inspection/voluntary maintenance 
program becomes May 1,1981 and the 


commencement date for a mandatory 
Inspection/ mandatory maintenance 
program becomes November 1,1981. 
The Consent Decree is further modified 
to provide for more frequent inspections 
of garages by state inspectors and is 
modified in other respect 
The proposed modification of consent 
decree may be examined in the office of 
Ann Mellon, courtroom deputy to Judge 
Louis C Bechtle. Room 17613, U.S, 
Courthouse, 001 Market Street. 
Philadelphia. Pennsylvania and at the 
Pollution Control Section, Land and 
Natural Resources Division of the 
Department of Justice. Room 2829, Ninth 
and Pennsylvania Avenue, NW„ 
Washington. D.C. 2053a A copy of the 
proposed modification of Consent 
Decree may be obtained in person or by 
mail form Kenneth A. Reich. Attorney. 
Pollution Control Section, Land and 
Natural Resources Division of the 
Department of Justice. 

The Department of Justice will receive 
written comments relating to the 
proposed Modification of Consent 
Decree until April 21,1980. Comments 
should be addressed to the Deputy 
Assistant Attorney General. Land and 
Natural Resources Division. Department 
of Justice. Washington, D.C 2053a and 
should refer to United States v. 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, (E. D. 
Pa. 77-619), D.J. Ref. 90-6-2-4-29. 

Angus Macbeth. 

Deputy Assistant Attorney General Land and 
Natural Resources Division. 

[FR Doc. «MB11 fifed *-)»-«* *46 Mb) 

MLLMO COOC 44f*-«V« 


Proposed Consent Decree In Action 
To Enjoin Discharge of Air Pollutants 
by Rollins Environmental Services 
(N. J ), Inc. at Its Bridgeport, HJ. 
Facility 

In accordance with Departmental 
policy. 28 CFR 507. 38 FR 19029, notice 
is hereby given that on March 0 I960, a 
proposed consent decree In United 
States v. Rollins Environmental 
Services (NJ), Inc. (D.N.J., Civ. No. 88- 
679). was lodged with the United States 
District Court for the District of New 
Jersey. The proposed consent decree 
covers an incinerator in Bridgeport. New 
jersey, and it requires the corporation to 
bring its incinerator into compliance 
with requirements of the Clean Air Act 
by installation of control equipment and 
provides for payment of a dvil penalty 
in the amount of $85,00a 

The proposed consent decree may be 
examined at the office of the United 
States Attorney, Federal Building 970 
Broad Street. Newark, New Jersey, and 
at the Pollution Control Section. Land 
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and Natural Resource# Division of the 
Department of Justice. Room 2629. Ninth 
and Pennsylvania Avenue. NW., 
Washington. DC. 20530. A copy of the 
proposed decree may be obtained in 
person or by mail from Kenneth Reich* 
Attorney with the Pollution Control 
Section, Land and Natural Resources 
Division of the Department of Justice. 

The Department of Justice will receive 
written comments relating to the 
proposed consent decree until April 21 • 
1900. Comments should be addressed to 
the Deputy Assistant Attorney General. 
Land and Natural Resources Division, 
Department of Justice, Washington. D.C 
20530, and should refer to United States 
v. Rollins Environmental Services (NJJ, 
Inc , (DJM.J.- Civ. No. 60-679). D.J. Ref. 
90-5-2-1-306. 

Angus Macbeth. 

Deputy Assistant Attorney General Land and 
Natural Resources Division. 

JVR Doc. Fifed S-lS-Sft *U mb I 

BILLING COOC 4410-01-* 


National Institute of Justice 

Solicitation Regarding Competitive 
Research Cooperative Agreement 
Program To Conduct Assesament of 
the Law Enforcement Equipment 
Standards Program 

The National Institute of Justice 
announces a competitive research 
cooperative agreement program to 
conduct an asessment of the Law 
Enforcement Equipment Standards 
Program of the National Institute. The 
evaluation will be a comparative 
assessment of the impact of the 
planning, development, testing, and 
dissemination of the program on 
operating agencies. 

The solicitation asks for the 
submission of preliminary proposals. A 
formal application will be requested 
following a peer review process in 
accordance with the criteria set forth In 
the solicitation. In order to be 
considered, all papers must be 
postmarked no later than May 15,1980. 

The cooperative agreement award is 
planned for August 31,1980 with funding 
support not to exceed $170,000 or 18 
months duration. To maximize 
competition for this award, both proit- 
making and non-profit making 
organizations are eligible to apply, but 
no fee can be charged. Organizations 
which have actively participated in this 
program as primary contractor, sub¬ 
contractor or grantee are ineligible to 
bid on this solicitation. 

Further information and copies of the 
solicitation can be obtained by 
contacting Richard Rau or Joyce Cason* 


Office of Program Evaluation. N1J. 633 
Indiana Avenue. NW. Washington. D.C.. 
20531. or by phone (301) 492-0065. 

Copies can also be obtained from the 
National Criminal Justice Service by 
calling 202/862-2900. 

Dated: March 11.1960. 

Harry M. Bratt. 

Primary and Principal Assistant to the Acting 
Director. National Institute of Justice. 

[FR Doc BO-MIO Fifed HMOi *4* •») 

BILLING COOC 4410-10-41 


NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE 
ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES 

Humanities Panel Advisory Committee; 
Change In Meeting 

March 13,1980. 

This is to announce a change in the 
Humanities Panel meeting to be held 
March 27 and 28,1980, at the National 
Endowment for the Humanities, 606 15th 
Street. NW., Washington* D.C 20508, 
notice of which was published in the 
Federal Register on February 22.1980. 
The purpose of the meeting is to review 
applications for the History Program 
submitted to the National Endowment 
for the Humanities for projects 
beginning after June 1,1980. The Pane! 
will convene as follows: March 28,1980, 
from 9:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m. in Room 1134, 
Tlie dates have been changed from 
the original dates of March 27 and 28. 
1980. These Panel meetings are closed to 
the public, 

Stephen J. McCleary. 

Advisory Committee Management Officer 
[FR Doc S04M Fifed s-i»~aot M bm{ 

BILLING COOC 7HS-OMI 


Humanities Panel Advisory Committee; 
Meeting 

March 6,1980. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 

L 92-463, as amended), notice is hereby 
given that the following meetings of the 
Humanities Panel will be held at 806 
Fifteenth Street. NW., Washington, D.C, 
from 9:00 a jn. to 5:30 p.nu: 

(1) Date: April 2-3.1980; Room: 1023- 
1025. 

(2) Date: April 9-10, I960; Room: 113a 

(3) Date: April 28-29.1900. Room: 
1023-1025. 

The purpose of the meeting is to 
review Challenge Grant applications 
submitted to the National Endowment 
for the Humanities for projects 
beginning after October 1.1979. 

Because the proposed meeting will 
consider financial information and 
disclosure information of a personal 


nature the disclose of which would 
constitute a clearly unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy, pursuant 
to authority granted me by the 
Chairman's Delegation of Authority to 
Close Advisory Committee Meetings, 
dated January 15,1978,1 have 
determined that the meeting would fall 
within exemptions (4) and (6) of 5 U.S.C. 
552b(c) and that It is essential to close 
the meeting to protect the free exchange 
of internal views and to avoid 
Interference with operation of the 
Committee. 

It is suggested that those desiring 
more specific information contact the 
Advisory Committee Management 
Officer, Mr. Stephen J. McCleary. 806 
Fifteenth Street. NW., Washington. D.C. 
20506. or call area code 202-724-0367. 
Stephen J. McCleary. 

Advisory Committee Management Officer. 

|FS Doc ao-Moa Fifed s-ts-eot w«j 
BILLING COOC 7*34-01-* 


Humanities Panel Advisory Committee; 
Meeting 

March 4 . 1900 . 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 

L 92-463, as amended), notice is hereby 
given that a meeting of the Humanities 
Panel will be held at 806 15th Street 
NW.. Washington. D.C. 20506, in room 
1134 from 900 a.m. to 5:30 p.m. on April 
11.1980. 

The purpose of the meeting is to 
review applications in Challenge Grants 
that have been submitted to the 
Research Resources Program of the 
National Endowment for the 
Humanities, for projects beginning after 
Fail 1980. 

Because the proposed meeting will 
consider financial information and 
disclose information of a personal 
nature the disclosure of which would 
constitute a clearly unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy, pursuant 
to authority granted me by the 
Chairman's delegation of Authority to 
Close Advisory Committee Meetings, 
dated January 15.1978,1 have 
determined that the meeting would fall 
within exemptions (4) and (6) of 5 U.S.C 
552b(c) and that it is essential to close 
the meeting to protect the free exchange 
of internal views and to avoid 
Interference with operation of the 
Committee. 

It is suggested that those desiring 
more specific Information contact the 
Advisory Committee Management 
Officer. Mr. Stephen J. McCleary. 806 
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15th Street. NW.. Washington. D C 
20506, or call area code 202-724-0367. 

Stephen ). McCleary. 

Advisory Committee Management Officer. 

tm Doc •0-650D Fifed VIVSOt A4S cm] 

MUJNQ COO€ TUteHl 


Humanities Panel Advisory Committee; 
Meeting 

March 4,1080. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act [Pub. 

L 92—463, as amended), notice is hereby 
given that a meeting of the Humanities 
Panel will be held at 806 15th Street. 
NW.. Washington. D.C 20506. in room 
1134, from 9:00 ajn. to 5:30 pjn. on April 
15 and 16.1980. 

The purpose of the meeting is to 
review applications in the Conferences 
that have been submitted to the General 
Research Program of the National 
Endowment for the Humanities, for 
projects beginning after June 1.1980. 

Because the proposed meeting will 
consider financial information ond 
disclose Information of a personal 
nature the disclosure of which would 
constitute a clearly unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy, pursuant 
to authority granted me by the 
Chairman's delegation of Authority to 
Close Advisory Committee Meetings, 
dated January 15,1978,1 have 
determined that the meeting would fall 
within exemptions (4) and (8) of 5 U.S.C. 
552b (c) and that is essential to dose the 
meeting to protect the free exchange of 
internal views and to avoid interference 
with operation of the Committee. 

It is suggested that those desiring 
more specific information contact the 
Advisory Committee Management 
Officer, Mr. Stephen J. McCleary, 806 
15th Street, NW., Washington. D.C. 

20506, or call area code 202-724-0387. 
Stephan J. McCleary, 

Advisory Committee Management Officer. 

(FX Doc ftveooi Fifed V1O40 MS cm) 

MLUMQCOOC Fttt-OI-M 


Humanities Panel Advisory Committee; 
Meeting 

March 13,1960. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 

L 92-463, as amended), notice is hereby 
given that a meeting of the Humanities 
Panel will be held at 806 15th Street, 
NW. Washington. D.C. 20506, In room 
1134, from 900 a.ra. to 5:30 p.m. on April 
25.1980. 

The purpose of the meeting is to 
review applications in the State, Local 
and Regional studies that have been 


submitted to the General Research 
Program of the National Endowment for 
the Humanities, for projects beginning 
after September 1.196a 
Because the proposed meeting will 
consider fmandal information and 
disclose information of a personal 
nature the disdosure of which would 
constitute a dearly unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy', pursuant 
to authority granted me by the 
Chairman's delegation of Authority to 
Close Advisory Committee Meetings, 
dated January 15,1978.1 have 
determined that the meeting would fall 
within exemptions (4) and (6) of 5 U.S.C 
552b(c) and that it is essential to dose 
the meeting to protect the free exchange 
of internal views and to avoid 
interference with operation of the 
Committee. 

It is suggested that those desiring 
more specific information contact the 
Advisory Committee Management 
Officer, Mr. Stephen J. McCleary, 806 
15th Street, NW., Washington, D.C 
20506, or call area code 202-724-0367. 
Stephan J McOeary, 

Advisory Committee Management Officer . 

|FS Doc KMttat Fifed VlWft 045 »mj 
SIUJNO COOK TCM-it-M 


Annual Comprehensive Review of 
Advisory Committees 

agency: Federal Council on the Arts 
and the Humanities. 

action: Notice. 


summary: In accordance with section 
7(b) of the Federal Advisory Committee 
Act (Pub. L 92-463), the Federal Council 
on the Arts and the Humanities is 
currently reviewing each of Its advisory 
committees to determine: 

(a) Whether the panel is carrying out 
its purpose; 

(b) Whether consistent with the 
provisions of applicable statutes, the 
responsibilities assigned to it should be 
revised; 

(c) Whether it should be merged with 
other advisory committees; or 

(d) Whether it should be abolished. 
Any interested party may submit 

written comments and recommendations 
concerning the advisory committees. 

OATES: To be considered, written 
comments must be received on or before 
April 1 .198a 

addresses: Address comments to: Mr. 
Stephen J. McCleary, Advisory 
Committee Management Officer. Federal 
Council on the Arts and the Humanities, 


80615th Street. NW n Washington. D.C 
20506, 202-724-0367. 

Stephen J. McCleary, 

Advisory Committee Management Officer. 

PH Doc. tnem Fifed MMOl M mm) 

SILUNO COOC 7MO-01-N 


Media Arts Panel (Challenge); Meeting 

Pursuant to Section 10(a)(2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 
L. 92-463), as amended, notice is hereby 
given that a meeting of the Media Arts 
Panel (Challenge) to the National 
Council on the Arts will be held April 7, 
1980 from QUO a.m.-5:30 p.m.. Room 
1422, Columbia Plaza Office Complex. 
2401 E St., N.W., Washington. D.C 

Tills meeting is for the purpose of 
Panel review, discussion, evaluation, 
and recommendation on applications for 
financial assistance under the National 
Foundation on the Arts and the 
Humanities Act of 1965, as amended, 
including discussion of information 
given in confidence to the agency by 
grant applicants. In accordance with the 
determination of the Chairman 
published in the Federal Register of 
February 13,198a these sessions will be 
closed to the public pursuant to 
subsections (c) (4), (6) and 9 (bj of 
section 552b of Tide United States Code. 

Further information with reference to 
this meeting can be obtained from Mr. 
John H. Clark. Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. National 
Endowment for the Arts, Washington, 
D.C. 20506. or call (202) 634-6070. 

Dated: March 12.1980 
fohn H. Clark, 

Director, Office of Council and Panel 
Operations, National Endowment for the Arts . 

[Fit Doc tO-MO) Fifed VI *~9tk Ml «aj 
SIUJNO COOC 7I37-«MI 


Visual Arts Panel (Building Arts); 
Meeting 

Pursuant to Section 10(a)(2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub 
L 92-463). as amended, notice is hereby 
given that a meeting of the Visual Arts 
Panel (Building Arts) to the National 
Council on the Arts will be held April 9. 
1980 from 9:00 s.ixl- 5^0 p.m.; April 10. 
1960 from 9:00 ajn.-5:30 p.m.; and April 
11.1980 from 9:00 a.m.-5:30 pjn.. in 
Room 1340, Columbia Plaza Office 
Complex, 2401 E St, N.W.. Washington 
D.C. 

This meeting is for the purpose of 
Panel review, discussion, evaluation, 
and recommendation on application for 
financial assistance under the National 
Foundation on the Arts and the 
Humanities Act of 1965. as amended. 
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including discussion of information 
given in confidence to the agency by 
grant applicants. In accordance with the 
determination of the Chairman 
published in the Federal Register of 
February 13.1980. these sessions will be 
dosed to the public pursuant to 
subsections (c)(4), (6) and 9(b) of section 
552b of Title United States Code. 

Further information with reference to 
this meeting can be obtained from Mr. 
John R Clark, Advisory Committee 
Management Officer, National 
Endowment for the Arts. Washington. 

D C. 20508, or call (202) 634-8070. 

Dated: March 12. I960. 

John H. Clark. 

Director, Office of Council and Panel 
Operations, Notional Endowment for the Arts. 

i'FR Doc W-0M2 Fifed V *41 ■») 

B*LUNQ COOf 7SJ7-01-4I 


Annual Comprehensive Review of 
Advisory Committees 

agency: National Endowment for the 

Humanities. 

action: Notice. 

summary: In accordance with section 
7(b) of the Federal Advisory Committee 
Act (Pub. L 92-483), the National 
Endowment for the Humanities is 
currently reviewing each of its advisory 
committees to determine: 

(a) Whether the panel is carrying out 
its purpose; 

(b) Whether consistent with the 
provisions of applicable statutes, the 
responsibilities assigned to it should be 

revised; 

(c) Whether it should be merged with 
other advisory committees; or 

(d) Whether it should be abolished. 
Any interested party may submit 

written comments and recommendations 
concerning the advisory committees. 

dates: To be considered, written 
comments must be received on or before 

April 1,1980. 

address: Address comments to: Mr. 
Stephen J. McCleary, Advisory 
Committee Management Officer. 

National Endowment for the 
Humanities, 806 15th Street NW., 
Washington, DC. 20508, 202-724-0387. 
Stephen J. McGeary, 

Advisory Committee Management Officer 
\r* Doc atMMr Rfed y-ne* MB mm\ 

NUJWQ COOf 7SM-0V4I 


NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY BOARD 

[N-AR 80-12] 

Reports, Safety Recommendations, 
and Responses; Availability 

Aircraft Accident Reports in Brief 
Format 

U.S. Civil Aviation Accidents, Issue 
No. 3 of 1979Accidents (NTSB-BA-7&- 
7 ).—A crash in the California mountain 
has been cited by the National 
Transportation Safety Board as a tragic 
example of the toll which bad weather 
accidents takes among general aviation 
pilots. This is one of 299 non-airline 
accidents for which probable cause is 
published in the Safety Board's third 
issue of briefs of 1979 dvil aviation 
accidents. The brief format employed in 
these reports indudes in a computer 
printout the Board's determinations of 
probable cause and contributing factors, 
and the basic circumstances of an 
accident. 

As indicated in Press Release SB 80- 
19 accompanying Issue No. 3. the 
California accident involved a Cessna 
172 which struck the 7.300-foot level of 
an 8,700-foot mountain near Mount 
Baldy. Visibility at the scene was under 
two miles in snow and fog. The pilot and 
one passenger died in the crash. 

Another passenger died of injuries 
suffered in a fall while attempting to 
descend the mountain. The only 
survivor was the 11-year-old son of one 
of the passengers. 

The Safety Board held that the 
accident was caused by inadequate 
preflight preparation and/or planning 
and continued VFR flight into adverse 
weather conditions. Snow was cited as 
a contributing factor. The Board stresses 
that the only way for a pilot to fly safely 
in bad weather, if he is not instrument 
rated and current, or his aircraft is not 
equipped to cope with it, is to avoid it 
entirely. 

Note-—The brief reports in this volume 
contain essentia I information; more detailed 
data may be obtained from the original 
factural reports on file in the Washington 
office of the Safety Board. Upon request, 
factual reports will be reproduced 
commercially at an average cost of 7 cents 
per page for printed matter. $1 per page for 
black-and-white photographs, and $1.50 per 
page for color photographs, plus postage. 
Requests concerning aircraft accident report 
briefs should Include (1) date and place of 
occurrence. (2) type of aircraft and 
registration number, and (3) name of pilot 
Address requests to: Public Inquiries Section. 
National Transportation Safety Board. 
Washington. D.C 20594. 


Annual Report to Congress, 1979 

As required by the Independent 
Safety Board Act of 1974. the Safety 
Board on February 27 forwarded to 
Members of Congress copies of its 13th 
annual report The report details the 
Board's accomplishments in improving 
aviation, rail, highway, marine, pipeline, 
and hazardous materials safety. The 
Board completed 62 major accident 
investigations In FY 79. Field 
investigations numbered 1.540. In 
addition, the Board completed 29 foreign 
investigations and reviewed 3,404 
accident investigations conducted by 
other agencies. The Board also issued 
378 safety recommendations. 8 special 
studies and evaluations, and 1,866 
statistical reports. 

Note.— Single copies of the 1979 annual 
report may be obtained free of charge, as 
long as limited supplies last, by writing to the 
Public Inquiries Section. National 
Transportation Safety Board. Washington, 
D.C 20594. 

Safety Recommendation Letters 
Highway 

H-60-21 through -23; HSO-24 .—As 
part of its continuing safety objective to 
seek nationwide improvements in 
roadway skid resistance standards, the 
Safety Board has recently concluded a 
special study. "Fatal Highway Accidents 
on Wet Pavement—The Magnitude, 
Location, and Characteristics," which 
revealed that during 1978 and 1977,13.5 
percent of all fatal accidents occurred 
on wet pavement, while precipitation 
occurred only about 3.0 to 3.5 percent of 
the time nationwide. This indicates that 
fatal accidents on wet pavement occur 
3.9 to 4.5 times more often than might be 
expected. In 1976 and 1977, the National 
Safety Council projected that about 18 
percent of ail accidents in 22 States 
occurred on wet pavement. These data 
indicate that perhaps six time more 
accidents may occur on wet pavement 
than might be expected. 

The study data also identified States 
which had a significantly higher than 
expected percentage of fatal accidents 
on wet pavement compared to the 
percentage of time the pavement was 
wet. The Safety Board believes that 
those States with a significantly higher 
rate of fatal accidents on wet pavement 
than might be expected should adopt 
more progressive programs to reduce the 
number of wet-pavement accidents. 

Also, the soon-to-be-released study 
suggests that wet-pavement accidents 
may increase where low void ratio 
designs are used in mixing the roadway 
surface materials, and illustrates that 
wet-pavement accidents occur more 
often than expected within a particular 
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belt of the country. The aggregates 
available for roadway surface materials 
in this region are within one geological 
formation that is known to have inferior 
aggregates, the statistics also noted that 
more accidents occur on wet pavement 
at night where artificial light is used. 

As a result of these Findings, the 
Safety Board on March 12 recommended 
that the Federal Highway 
Administration: 

In conjunction with the National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration, provide 
weather data to Federal State, and local 
agencies, and promote and use these data to 
reduce accidents on wet-pavement. (Class 11 
Priority Action) (M-80-21) 

Promote further research Into the 
relationship of wet-pavement accidents (1) to 
low void ratios in pavement surface mixes, 

(2) to highway construction materials, and (3) 
to artificial light conditions. (Class III Longer 
Term Action) (H-80-22) 

Test the use of the Wet Fatal Accident 
Index (WFA1) as an aid to identify and 
evaluate State programs aimed at reducing 
accidents on wet-pavement (Class HI. Longer 
Term Action) (H-80-23) 

In a companion letter, also forwarded 
on March 12, to the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration, the Safety 
Board states that based on the 
magnitude of the wet-pavement accident 
problem, the statistical findings, and 
other independent studies, there appears 
to be a need for a public awareness 
program similar to “Operation 
Lifesaver“ for railroad crossings that 
would alert the public to the need for 
extra caution on wet-pavement. 
Accordingly, the Board recommend that 
NHTSA: 

Develop a program to alert the public to the 
component factors and magnitude of the wet- 
pavement accident problem. (Class ll Priority 
Action) (H-aO-24) 

H-OO-25 and-20 .—On October 17, 

1978, a passenger car vaulted a guardrail 
near Clarkston. Ga. The driver was 
driving in excess of 55 mph when he lost 
control, struck the transition section of a 
guardrail at a bridge overpass, and 
vaulted the guardrail and bridge 
parapet The vehicle slid along the 
bridge rail and became airborne before 
it impacted the earth adjacent to the 
roadway below. All three occupants 
were killed. 

On June a 1979. a passenger car with 
eight occupants was westbound on the 
Grand Central Parkway in New York 
City. During a high-speed passing 
maneuver, the vehicle veered out of 
control, vaulted the median guardrail, 
and collided with three eastbound 
passenger cars. Four persons were 
killed, and 10 persons were injured- 

The Safety Board concluded that 
these two accidents involved ineffective 


transition sections and metal post-type 
roadside/median barriers due, 
respectively, to design deficiencies and 
the cumulative effect of variations from 
standard design and construction 
details. The Board finds that in 1978, 
2,890 fatalities resulted from 2,573 
accidents in which a vehicle struck a 
guardrail. Only fixed object accidents 
involving collision with trees and utility 
poles resulted in more fatalities that 
collisions involving guardrails. 

The American Association of State 
Highway and Transportation Officials 
(AASHTO) “Guide for Selecting. 
Locating, and Designing Traffic 
Barriers” states, “It has been shown that 
small variations in design details should 
correspond to the as-tested details 
unless adequate justification exists for 
changing the design." Unfortunately, the 
Board states, there has been only limited 
research in crash testing of barrier 
designs which correlates or attempts to 
quantify the effect of deviations from 
the guidelines. The Safety Board 
believes that the research should either 
quantify, or at least establish by 
subjective evaluation (extreme, severe, 
major, marginal, minimal, or 
satisfactory), the effects of variations in 
the strength, shape, offset and 
anchorage of the posts and guardrail. 
Similarly, the effect of reduced guardrail 
height above grade because of the 
accumulation of debris and vegetation 
should be evaluated. The research 
should identify the cumulative and 
offsetting effects of variations in these 
factors individually and collectively. 
Finally, the research should incorporate 
tests of vehicles braked at impact, as 
well as free-rolling vehicles, to take into 
account the changed crash dynamics 
resulting from the application of brakes 
which lowers the front end and stiffens 
the suspension of the vehicle. 

Although it is a clear source of 
variations from design or construction 
details, the AASHTO Guide allows the 
use of a curb in conjunction with a 
roadside barrier. A recent Safety Board 
review of the design specifications for 
highways in several States also found 
deviations from the AASHTO Guide 
design specifications that could reduce 
the effectiveness of barriers when used 
in conjunction with curbs. 

Also, the Board noted in the 
Clarkston, Ga., accident the need for a 
safe transition section from W-beam 
guardrail to bridge structure was 
highlighted. A staff review which 
examined the only transition section 
fully acceptable to AASHTO revealed 
that the severity of impacts with this 
design would approach the tolerances of 
occupants even if they were restrained 


with seatbelts and shoulder harnesses. 
The Board believes additional research 
and development should be undertaken 
to develop a compatible transition for 
joining the widely used “W-beam“ to a 
rigid structure. 

Therefore, the Safety Board on March 
12 recommended that the Federal 
Highway Administration: 

Assure that current and future research 
examines the variations in designs or 
construction details which can affect 
adversely impact performance of roadside 
barriers. (Class III Longer Term Action ) [H- 
80-25) 

Develop and prescribe design criteria for 
transition sections between W-beam 
guardrail sections and rigid structures that 
will safely retain and redirect vehicles. (Gass 
B. Priority Action) (H-60-Z6) 

Pipeline 

P-80-0 and-9 .—Last October 24. an 
explosion and fire destroyed the county 
clerk's office building and the adjoining 
courthouse building, gutted a connecting 
building which was under construction, 
and damaged the adjacent house in 
Standardsville, Va. Thirteen persons 
were injured and property in the area 
was damaged extensively. 

Safety Board investigation revealed 
that natural gas had leaked from a break 
in a 1 Vi-inch coated steel service line 
that had been snagged by a backhoe 
which was being used to dig a footing 
for an addition to the county clerk's 
office building. The contractor, owner of 
the backhoe, was working for Greene 
County, Va. The backhoe bucket hit the 
service line and pulled it out of the 
building wall approximately 3 inches. 
The tension on the pipe at the gas meter 
caused the pipe to crack at an elbow 
which connected the gas meter to a 
valve located inside the wall. 

The service tine, owned by Columbia 
Gas of Virginia. Inc. (Columbia), was 
approximately 48Vfc feet long, and was 
operated at 15 psig pressure and buried 
under approximately 24 inches of cover. 
The line was connected to the ga9 main 
with a weld-on tapping tee and 
extended from the main, located under 
the street pavement to the inlet side of a 
valve at the curb, and from there to the 
inlet side of the customer's meter. The 
service tine was not marked by 
Columbia before the excavotion began 
because the contractor did not ask the 
gas company to do so. 

The investigation disclosed that the 
Greene County authorities did not invite 
Columbia to preconstruction meetings or 
to meet onsite with them to specify 
which service lines might be subject to 
damage. At the time of the accident, the 
“one-call" system was not in operation 
in Greene County, but it is in use in the 
adjacent counties of Madison and 
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Culpeper and other counties of Virginia. 
The Board notes that approximately 44 
of the 90 Virginia counties are now using 
lhe "one-caU” notification system. 

The Safety Board states that the most 
effective method of preventing 
excavation-caused damage to 
underground facilities is to notify the 
operators of utility companies in 
advance of the proposed excavation 
work to allow the operators to mark the 
location of their facilities before 
excavation begins. The most efficient 
and convenient method for excavators 
to make this notification is through a 
"one-call” system. A "one-call” system 
establishes a center to which an 
excavator can make one telephone call 
to effect notification to all the 
participating underground facility 
operators of the date and location of a 
proposed excavation project. The center 
then alerts each operator so that each of 
their underground facilities near the 
work area can be located and marked. 

As a result of its investigation of this 
accident, the Safety Board on March 10 
recommended that the Board of 
Supervisors of Greene County, Va.: 

Pending the establishment of a “one-call” 
nystem. adopt an ordinance to require 
contractors, utilities, the public, and other 
excavators to make notification of planned 
excavation to gas companies whose facilities 
might be affected by such work. (P-80-8) 

Cooperate with the utility companies 
^rvice the State of Virginia to expand the 
Central Virginia "one-call” excavation 
notification system to include Greene County. 
(P80-9) 

In a similar recommendation letter 
furwarded also on March 10 to 
Columbia Gas of Virginia, Inc^, the 
Safety Board noted that the original 
service line had been replaced in 1962, 
end the segment from the curb valve to 
the indoor meter, approximately 20 feet, 
was considered by Columbia for 
purposes of operation, maintenance and 
inspection, to be a customer’s line and 
not a company-owned facility. The 
Board states that this policy is not in 
compliance with the Federal regulations 
(49 CFR Part 192) for transporting 
natural gas and other gas by pipeline. 
These regulations establish standards 
for the design, construction testing, 
operation, and maintenance of gas 
distribution and transmission lines. As 
defined in { 192.3, a ’’service line” is ”a 
distribution line that transports gas from 
a common source of supply to (a) 
customer’s meter or the connection to a 
customer’s piping, whichever is farther 
downstream, or (b) the connection to a 
customer’s piping if there Is no customer 
ejeter.” (A customer meter is the meter 
that measures the transfer of gas from 
an operator to a consumer.) 


As a result of its Investigation of an 
explosion that destroyed a one story 
brick house In Arlington, Texas, on May 
29,1978, the Safety Board issued the 
following ’’Class II, Priority Action” 
recommendations: 

—to the Lone Star Gas Company: 

Change its operating and maintenance plan 
to include specific procedures to cover the 
part of the service lines identified under 
company policy as yard lines to be the same 
as for company-owned service lines. (P-79- 
32) 

—to the Materials Transportation 
Bureau of the U.S. Department of 
Transportation: 

Instruct Its regional offices and State 
agencies to Immediately direct operators who 
distinguish yard lines from service lines to 
incorporate the same inspection, operation, 
and maintenance of these lines in their 
operation end maintenance plan as for the 
company-owned service lines. (P-79-33) 

The safety recommendation letters 
transmitting these 1979 
recommendations identified a ’’yard 
line” as the piping from the outlet side of 
a curb valve to the inlet side of the 
customer's meter. 

The Safety Board notes that Columbia 
was approached by the Secretary of the 
American Public Works Assocation, 
Utility Location and Coordination 
Council, in the spring of 1978. again in 
the spring of 1979, and again after the 
accident, and asked if it would be 
willing to cooperate in the expansion of 
the "one-call" notification system into 
Greene County, but it has declined to do 
so. Since the Safety Board believes that 
similar accidents can be prevented if the 
parties involved in an excavation 
project communicate effectively, the 
Board recommends that Columbia: 

Change its operating maintenance plan to 
include specific procedures to cover the part 
of the service lines identified under company 
policy as "customer's service lines" in the 
same manner as company-owned service 
lines. (P-00-10) 

In conjunction with other operators of 
underground facilities in its service area, 
extend the established "one-call" notification 
system to Greene County and other areas of 
Central Virginia not now covered In the 
system. (P-80-11) 

Each of recommendations P-00-8 
through -11 is designated "Class U. 
Priority Action.” 

Railroad 

R-80-10 through -75.—In its 
continuing effort to ensure the safe 
transportation of hazardous materials, 
the Safety Board has recently completed 
a special investigation of a train 
accident to determine if the shelf 
couplers, head shields, and thermal 
protection required by 49 CFR 179.105 to 


be on certain tank cars do. in fact, 
provide the added protection they were 
intended to provide. The Board’s special 
investigation report, ’The Accident 
Performance of Tank Car Safeguards,” 
will be available to the public in the 
very near future. 

The derailment last September 8 of 
Southern Pacific Transportation 
Company freight train (chemical) Extra 
1291 East SRASK near Paxton. Texas, 
provided the opportunity to observe the 
behavior of tank cars that were 
equipped with shelf couplers designed to 
resist vertical separation, with head 
shields designed to prevent the 
likelihood of an end puncture, and with 
thermal protection intended to reduce 
the potential for violent tank rupture in 
a fire. The train also included cars 
without such protection and, therefore, 
the Safety Board had the opportunity to 
compare equipped and nonequipped 
cars. 

The Safety Board's analysis is based 
on the reconstruction of the events and 
actions that occurred during the 
derailment of 2 locomotive units and 33 
cars of the 53-car, 3-locomotive train. 

The Safety Board was assisted in the 
reconstruction of the events by the 
Federal Railroad Administration, the 
Association of American Railroads, and 
the Southern Pacific Transportation 
Company. 

By comparing the coupler 
performance of the cars which were 
equipped with protective couplers with 
those which were not so equipped, it 
was determined that all of the car ends 
with protective couplers stayed together 
during the initial run-in. There were no 
punctures or dents attributable to 
overriding coupler strikes on tank heads 
on these cars. In contrast, 96 percent of 
the car ends connected with couplers 
that would be expected to separate 
vertically did uncouple and resulted in 
four punctured heads and nine dented 
heads. Clearly, protective couplers 
provided significant protection against 
end penetration during initial run-in. 

The Board notes tha t the intention of 
the requirements of 49 CFR 179.105 for 
thermal protection is to prevent the 
release of any of the car’s contents 
(except release through the safety valve) 
when subjected to (1) a pool fire for 100 
minutes, and (2) a torch fire for 30 
minutes. Six cars in this accident were 
in a fire environment that permitted an 
evaluation of the survivability of these 
cars. Although the evidence is not 
conclusive, it indicates that thermal 
protection and insulation delayed 
violent ruptures. 

Segregation of hazardous materials 
stockpiles is a well-known principle 
currently used to prevent a chain of 
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undesired events. A "dam” in a 
chemical freight train derailment can 
have either beneficial results, as was 
observed in this accident in that certain 
cars were not exposed to some hazards, 
or nonbeneficial results. The placement 
of cars in a train should be studied to 
determine if the severity of collision 
damage can be reduced 
The investigation showed that (1) 18, 
or 62 percent of the breaches resulted 
from collisions that occurred after the 
cars left the tracks; (2) 78 percent of the 
breaches resulted from damage to the 
top fittings or bottom outlets (a 
condition that can be corrected by 
existing design modifications); and (3) 
large tears in the sides of tank cars 
resulted from collisions with box cars or 
other tank cars. 

Aslo. the investigation indicated that 
FRA is not now collecting and reporting 
information to guide it in assessing the 
safety benefits or liabilities of the 
regulations for tank car modification, 
and it is apparent that the causes of 
breaches during accidents need to be 
fully documented. 

Therefore, to improve tank car safety, 
the Safety Board on March 12 
recommended that the Department of 
Transportation; 

Extend the requirements for top-and- 
bottom shelf couplers to all tank cars used to 
transport hazardous materials. (R-80-10) 
Extend the requirements of 49 CFR 170.105. 
including those for head shields and thermal 
protection, to include new and rebuilt 
specification 106 tank cars. (R-00-11) 
Examine speciality products and Class A 
poisons which are shipped in Type 111 tank 
cars to determine if the toxicity hazard is 
sufficient to Justify the protection afforded by 
49 CFR 179.105. (R-80-12) 

To take immediate steps to cause the 
modification of both new and existing tank 
cars so that damage to the top fittings and 
bottom outlet valves is minimized in train 
accidents. (R-80-13) 

Cause data to be collected on tank car 
derailment behavior to identify breach 
mechanisms, analyze these mechanisms. 
Identify control methods, and incorporate 
findings In new car construction. (R-80-14) 
Conduct tests of tank cars in freight train 
derailments to determine if the severity of 
collision damage can be reduced by tank car 
placement in trains. Identify and test 
countermeasures. (R-80-15) 

Require crashworthiness testing of new 
hazardous materials tank car designs to resist 
breaching in the derailment environment (R- 
80-16) 

Class I recommendations R-80-10, - 
lit -13. and -16. above, are designated 
for "Urgent Action." The remaining 
three recommendations are designated 
"Class II. Priority Action." 


Responses to Safety Recommendations 

Aviation 

A-79S9 and -90 .—The Federal 
Aviation Administration on March 3 
responded to recommendations issued 
last December 4 concerning engine 
malfunctions and failures related to fuel 
line vapor problems in Cessna 200-series 
aircraft (See 44 FR 72248, December 13. 
1979.) 

In response to A-79-89, which 
recommended that FAA require redesign 
of Cessna 200-series aircraft fuel system 
to incorporate a separate means to route 
fuel vapor from the pump or reservoir to 
the fuel tanks and require retrofit of the 
new system on existing Cessna 200- 
series aircraft. FAA reports that its 
service records document a vapor return 
problem on the 1976 through 1979 model 
year 200-series airplanes but do not 
indicate a similar condition on the same 
models manufactured from 1964 through 
1975 having the same vapor return 
provisions as the later airplanes. This 
forces FAA to conclude that the system 
design concept is not the dominant or 
pivotal factor in the vapor return 
problem. 

FAA states that results of Cessna's 
flight tests of airplanes with temperature 
instrumented fuel systems verified by 
FAA engineers and flight test pilots, 
establish that compare to 1904 through 
1975 airplanes, there is an increase in 
the temperature of fuel/vapor returned 
to the reservoir tanks in the 1978 and 
subsequent airplanes. This increase is 9 
to 11 degrees Fahrenheit and is 
sufficient to result in a significantly 

E ater volume of vapor being returned 
m the engine to the fuel reservior in 
these airplanes. This additional vapor, 
under other conditions conducive to 
vapor formation, exceeds the vapor 
handling capability of the system. 

According to FAA. the manufacturer 
established, by a design review and 
comparison procedure, the design 
differences contributing to the returned 
fuel/vapor temperature increase and 
then developed design changes to 
reduce this excessive heat transfer to 
the supply fuel and return fuel/vapor 
while it is in the engine compartment. 
The effectiveness of these changes was 
verified by flight testing. Basically, the 
changes add insulation to engine 
compartment fuel system components 
and make some some related line 
rerouting and support changes. FAA 
stages. Incorporation of these changes 
on the 1970-1979 airplanes lowers the 
fuel/vapor return temperature 15“ F. and 
makes the fuel/vapor return system on 
these airplanes, from a vapor formation 
and handling standpoint, equivalent to 
the pre-1978 model year airplanes. 


FAA reports that these modifications 
have already been incorporated in 1960 
model year T210N and P210N airplanes. 
Cessna Service Kit SK-210-93, covered 
by Cessna Service Letters SE79-60, 
dated December 3,1979 (copy provided) 
makes these modifications available for 
in-service airplanes. On February a 
1980, FAA issued Airworthiness 
Directive 80-04-09 requiring these 
modifications on 1976 through 1979 
Cessna Model T210M, T210N, and 
P210N airplanes. 

Recommendation A-79-90 asked 
FAA. as an interim measure, to issue an 
airworthiness directive to require the 
inspection of: (1) the forward fuel supply 
line for proper bend radius and tube 
diameter in the bend; and (2) the fuel 
lines inside the engine compartment for 
proper separation from exhaust system 
components or other heat sources of all 
Cessna 200-series airplanes and the 
correction of all deficiencies found in 
those installations. 

FAA reports that test results and 
service reports of which it is aware are 
inconclusive in establishing that minor 
system restrictions and tube diameter or 
bend radii discrepancies of the 
magnitude believe to exist in airplanes 
in service are significant factors in the 
vapor return problem. FAA's conclusion 
parallels the Board's statement in its 
transmittal letter that the findings from a 
test, accomplished with a full-scale fuel 
system mockup constructed by Cessna, 
determined that an undersize fitting was 
not the reason for the fuel problems 
address in Cessna Service Letter SE77- 
38. dated October 4.1977. FAA 
concludes that at this time insufficient 
data or facts exist to credibly support a 
finding per 14 CFR 21.99 that the bend 
radii and tube diameter in the bend are 
unsafe conditions on in-service 
airplanes. 

FAA states that additional fuel line 
support and increased clearance 
between engine compartment fuel lines 
and exhaust system components are 
provided by an additional bracket in 
1980 model year and subsequent 
airplanes. Tlie bracket is part of Cessna 
Service Kit SK-210-93 and is required 
with the installation of the insulation 
components by Airworthiness Directive 
80-04-09. 

Highway 

H-79-32 .—The Federal Highway 
Administration on February 27 
responded to the Safety Board's 
comments of February 11 on FHWA's 
previous response of last August 8. (See 
44 FR 65829. November 15.1979.) The 
recommendation was issued as a result 
of the Board's investigation of a tire fire 
on a semitrailer loaded with 8.000 








18213 


Federal Register / Vol. 45, No. 56 / Thursday, March 20, 1980 / Notices 


gallons of gasoline. The accident 
occurred on November 30,1978, on the 
Woodrow Wilson Memorial Bridge over 
the Potomac River near Washington, 

DC. 

The recommendation asked FHWA 
and the National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration to cooperate in 
promulgating vehicle safety regulations 
to require, over the wheels of trailers 
transporting hazardous materials 
subject to adverse actions of heat or fire, 
fenders or other devices that are 
fabricated of fire-resistant materials and 
that are designed in such a way as to 
resist any wheel or tire fire. FHWA 
indicated earlier that it was assuming 
the role of lead agency in responding to 
H-79-32, and its August 8 response 
represented the formal response for both 
FHWA and NHTSA. The Board s 
February 11 letter notes that the 
response is essentially directed at the 
retrofit problemns and docs not cover 
the possibility of a designed-in 
countermeasure for newly manufactured 
vehicles. 

The Board also noted that the figures 
which FHWA provided do indicate that 
the problem of tire and wheel fires on 
tank vehicles is of a low order of 
magnitude, but the Board states that the 
potential for a catastrophic accident is 
extremely high for both tank vehicles 
and for trucks carrying "dry" or 
packaged flammable materials, and the 
latter type vehicle was not included in 
FHWA’s statistical report. The Board 
asked to be provided with another 
report which would include both types 
of vehicles mentioned and which would, 
further, include more than 2 years of 
data. The Board suggested the addition 
of 1979 and 1980 data when they became 
available to give a truer view of the 
trend. 

Also, the Safety Board stated that the 
accident described in the Bureau of 
Motor Carrier Safety’s “On Guard" 
bulletin dated April 1970 is an example 
of the potential for destruction at a tire 
fire Incident. The Board appreciates the 
solution proposed in the bulletin- 
removal of the overheated Ure when 
discovered—but is greatly concerned 
about the containment of heat from an 
overheated tire that is not discovered in 
time to remove it from the vehicle. 

FHWA's February 27 response reports 
that any mention of new vehicles was 
inadvertently left out; however, the cost 
to provide fire resistant fenders on new 
trailers would be similar to retrofit 
FHWA does not agree that there is 
sufficient evidence to justify regulations 
requiring fire resistant fenders on 
trailers transporting hazardous 
materials. FHWA will continue to 
monitor the current trends in accidents 


and states that the 1979 truck accident 
data files should be completed in the 
next 3 months. Similarly, the 1980 files 
will be available by mid-1901, and the 
Safety Board will be informed of 
FHWA's findings concerning both tank 
vehicles and those carrying packaged 
flammable material. 

Marine 

M-79-99 .—‘The United States Coast 
Guard responded on March 4 to a 
recommendation issued last September 
12 following investigation of the 
engine room Are aboard the Military 
Sealift Command tanker USNS NECHES 
which occurred north of Curacao, 
Netherlands Antilles, May 10.1978. The 
recommendation asked the Coast Guard 
to conduct a design study to determine 
the adequacy of packing gland fittings 
on pressurized diesel engine fuel 
systems and promulgate regulations as 
necessary. (See 44 FR 54561, September 
20.1979.) 

Coast Guard does not concur with this 
safety recommendation. In the case of 
the packing gland fittings on the Colt- 
Pielstick PC-2 engine, which are 
regarded as the most probable cause of 
the engineroom fire, the engine 
manufacturer has discontinued the use 
of these fittings in engine construction. 
Coast Guard states. Also, the engine 
manufacturer has provided a kit to 
retrofit existing engines originally 
supplied with the suspect fittings. Coast 
Guard has notified the owners of the 19 
U.S. vessels which utilize the Colt- 
Pielstick PC-2 engine and provided them 
with a copy of Coast Guard's casualty 
report concerning the engineroom fire 
aboard the USNS NECHES. In view of 
these measures taken to correct the 
problems of the fittings on Colt-Pielstick 
PC-2 engine. Coast Guard does not feel 
that a design study of packing gland 
fittings is appropriate. 

Pipeline 

P-8&-L —The Interstate Natural Gas 
Association of America (INGAA) has 
provided the Safety Board with a copy 
of its memorandum dated February 28 
which was forwarded to its member 
companies as recommended. The 
recommendation, addressed on 
February 28 jointly to INGAA. the 
American Gas Association, and the 
American Petroleum Institute, resulted 
from investigation of an accident that 
occurred last August 20 in Orange 
County. Texas, when a bulldozer, 
engaged in cleaning a farm drainage 
ditch, ruptured a propane line. Propane 
at 350 psig escaped and was ignited 
within seconds, killing one person, 
injuring another, and causing 


considerable property damage. (See 45 
FR 14721. March 8,1980.) 

INGAA's memorandum of February 28 
to the members indicates that a copy of 
the Safety Board’s recommendation 
letter was enclosed. The 
recommendation asked INGAA and the 
other addresses to advise their member 
companies of the circumstances of this 
accident and urge them to determine if 
the original burial depths of their 
pipelines are adequate and to take 
appropriate corrective action. 

Note.—Copies of Safety Board 
recommendation letters, responses and 
related correspondence are available free of 
charge. All requests for copies must be in 
writing, identified by recommendation 
number. Address inquiries to: Public Inquiries 
Section. National Transportation Safety 
Board. Washington. D.C 20594. 

(49U.S.C 1903(a)(2). 1906) 

Margaret L Fisher. 

Fedora / Register Liaison Officer 
March 17.1980. 
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NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 27-47) 

Chem-Nuctear Systems, Inc.; 
Availability of Applicant’s License 
Application, Environmental 
Assessment, and Opportunity To 
Request a Hearing 

Please take notice that Chem-Nuclear 
Systems, Inc, P.O. Box 1866. Bellevue, 
Washington 98009. has filed a renewal 
application for the handling and 
disposal of special nuclear material as 
defined in 10 CFR 20.3 by land burial at 
its facility located at Osborne Road in 
Barnwell, South Carolina. Activities are 
currently conducted under License No. 
46-13536-01. Docket No. 27-47. 

The Atomic Energy Commission 
(AEC) first issued a license for disposal 
of special nuclear material (SNM) at the 
Barnwell South Carolina site in 
February of 1973. The AEC deleted 
approval for disposal of SNM from the 
license in December of 1974. On January 
21.1970 the AEC (now NRC) license was 
renewed and reinstituted AEC licensed 
burial of SNM at the site. A negative 
declaration was filed for this license 
renewal on December 12,1975. Burial of 
SNM at the site continued under state 
authority (subject to the limits set out in 
10 CFR 150) whenever the AEC did not 
license the burial. Burial of wastes 
containing plutonium in concentrations 
greater than 10 nanocuries/gram has 
never been authorized by the State or 
AEC (now NRC). The renewal 
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application would continue this 
exclusion. 

A copy of the application is being 
made available for public inspection in 
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission's 
Public Document Room located at 1717 
H Street, N.W.. Washington, D.C. 20555, 
and at the Barnwell County Library, 
Hagood Avenue. Barnwell, South 
Carolina 29812. 

Pursuant to 10 CFR 2.105, by April 21, 
1980, the licensee may file a request for 
a hearing with respect to the issuance of 
the license renewal, and any person 
whose interest may be affected by this 
application may file a petition for leave 
to intervene. Requests for a hearing and 
petitions for leave to intervene shall be 
filed in accordance with the 
Commission's “Rules of Practice" in 10 
CFR Part 2. If a request for a hearing or 
petition for leave to intervene is filed 
within the time prescribed in this notice, 
the Commission or an Atomic Safety 
and Licensing Board, designated by the 
Commission or by the Chairman of the 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board 
Panel, will rule on the request or petition 
and the Secretary or the designated 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board will 
issue a notice of hearing or an 
appropriate order. 

A petition for leave to intervene must 
be Bled under oath or affirmation in 
accordance with provisions of 10 CFR 
2.714. As required In 10 CFR 2.714. a 
petition for leave to intervene shall set 
forth the interest of the petitioner in the 
proceeding, and any other contentions 
of the petitioner including the facts and 
reasons why he should be permitted to 
Intervene, with particular reference to 
the following factors: (1) The nature of 
the petitioner's right under the Act to be 
made a party to the proceeding; (2) the 
nature and extent of the petitioner's 
property, Bnancial, or other interest in 
the proceeding: and (3) the possible 
effect of any order which may be 
entered in the proceeding on the 
petitioner's interest. Any such petition 
shall be accompanied by a supporting 
affidavit identifying the specific aspect 
or aspects of the subject matter of the 
proceeding as to which the petitioner 
wishes to interv ene and setting forth 
with particularity both the facts 
pertaining to his interest and the basis 
for his contentions with regard to each 
aspect on which he desires fc> intervene. 
A petition that sets forth contentions 
relating only to matters outside the 
jurisdiction of the Commission will be 
denied. 

A request for a hearing or a petition 
for leave to intervene must be Bled with 
the Secretary of the Commission, U.S, 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington. D.C 20555, attention: 


Docketing and Service Branch, or may 
be delivered to the Commission's Public 
Document Room, 1717 H Street. N.W„ 
Washington, D.C 20555. A copy of the 
petition and/or request should also be 
sent to the Executive Legal Director, 

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington. D.C 20555, and to Louis E 
Reynolds. Director, Regulatory Affairs of 
Chem-Nuclear Systems. Inc., the 
applicant. 

A petition for leave to intervene 
which is not timely will not be granted 
unless the Commission, the presiding 
ofBcer, or the Atomic Safety and 
Licensing Board designated to rule on 
the petition determines that the 
petitioner has made a substantial 
showing of good cause for failure to file 
on time and after considering those 
factors specified in 10 CFR 2.714(a)(1)- 
(4) and 2.714(d). 

Dated at Silver Spring, Maryland, this 13 th 
day of March 198a 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Kitty S. Dragonetts, 

Section Leader, Project Management P 
Operations Section, Low-Level Waste 
Licensing Branch , Division of Waste 
Management 

pDDocso^Hsnuas-isaa a<s «m] 
atiuNocooe tsso-omi 


[Dockets Nos. 50-329, 50-330] 

Consumers Power Co., Midland 
Nuclear Power Plant, Units 1 and 2; 
Hearing 

Consumers Power Company (CPCo) is 
currently constructing the Midland 
Nuclear Power Plant. Units 1 and 2, 
under Construction Permits No. CPPR- 
81 and No. CPPR-82 issued by the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission. On 
December 6,1979, the Acting Director of 
the Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation 
(NRR) and the Director of the Office of 
Inspection and Enforcement (I8E) jointly 
served on CPCo an Order Modifying 
Construction Permits (Order) which 
would prohibit CPCo from performing 
certain soil-related activities pending 
approval of amendments to the 
construction permits. The Directors 
based their Order on several 
investigations which revealed a 
breakdown in quality assurance related 
to soil construction activities under and 
around safety-related structures and 
systems, and CPCo's failure to respond 
to Staffs formal requests under 10 CFR 
50.54(f) for acceptance criteria 
necessary for the evaluation of technical 
adequacy and proper implementation of 
proposed remedial actions. 
Consequently, the Directors determined 
that they cannot conclude, on the basis 


of the information provided by CPCo, 
that safety issues associated with 
remedial actions related to soil 
deficiencies will be resolved: and found 
that they do not have reasonable 
assurance that the affected safety- 
related portions of the Midland facility 
will be constructed and operated 
without undue risk to the public health 
and safety. 

On December 28.1979, CPCo filed a 
Request for Hearing pursuant to Part V 
of the Order. See, 10 CFR 2.204. In that 
Request, CPCo referred to other pending 
NRC proceedings which it believes 
involve issues substantially identical to 
those addressed by the Order of 
December 10. CPCo also stated its 
intention to move, pursuant to 10 CFR 
2.716, to consolidate all the proceedings 
which are considering these issues. 

10 CFR 2.204 provides that if a 
licensee demands a hearing, the license 
amendment will become effective on the 
date specified in an order made 
following the hearing. Accordingly, 
pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, as amended, and 10 CFR Part 2 of 
the Commission's regulations, notice is 
hereby given that a hearing will be held 
before an Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board composed of Ivan W. Smith. Esq., 
Chairman, Dr. Frederick P. Cowan, and 
Mr. Gustave A. Unnenberger. The 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board shall 
consider and decide the following 
issues: 

1. Whether the facts set forth in Part II 
of the Directors' Order of December 6, 
1979, are correct: and 

2. Whether that Order should be 
sustained. 

In addition, if CPCo moves to 
consolidate this proceeding with other 
NRC proceedings which involve 
substantially identical issues, the Board 
shall consider whether such 
consolidation would adversely affect the 
expeditious resolution of the issues 
stated above. 

A prehearing conference shall be held 
by the Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board at a date and place to be set by 
the Board to consider pertinent matters 
in accordance with the Commission's 
Rules of Practice. The date and place of 
the hearing will be set at or after the 
prehearing conference and will be 
noticed in the Federal Register. 

Pursuant to CFR 2.705. an answer to 
this Notice may be filed by the Licensee 
not later than April 9.1980. 

The Commission authorizes an 
Atomic Safety and Li cens ing Appeal 
Board pursuant to 10 CFR 2.785 to 
exercise the authority to perform the 
review functions which would otherwise 
be exercised and performed by the 
Commission, subject to Commission 
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review, as appropriate, under 10 CFR 
2.788. The Appeal Board will be 
designated pursuant to 10 CFR 2.787 and 
notice as to membership will be 
published in the Federal Register. 

Note.—Section 201 of the Energy 
Reorganisation Act. 42 U.S.C. 5841 provides 
that action of the Commission shall be 
determined by a M majority vote of the 
members present*" Had Commissioners 
Hendrie and Bradford been present at the 
meeting they would have voted with the 
majority. Accordingly, the formal vote of the 
Commission was 3-0 in favor of the decision. 

Dated at Washington. D.C. this 14th day of 
March 1980. 

For the Commission. 

Samuel |. Chilk. 

Secretary of the Commission . 

[TO Doc. Fifed *46 an) 

billing coot 


Financial Protection Requirements and 
Indemnity Agreements; Determination 
of Extraordinary Nuclear Occurrence 

The Commission hereby extends the 
time in which to determine whether the 
accident at Three Mile Island 
constitutes an "extraordinary nuclear 
occurrence" until March 28.198a 

Dated this 14th day of March 1960, at 
Washington. D.C 
For the Commission. 

Samuel J. Chilk. 

Secretary of the Commission, 

tnt Doc 80-SSQS Fifed S-19-S& *46 «m| 

BILLING COO€ 75KMH-4I 


OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND 
BUDGET 

Agency Forma Under Review 

Background 
March 17.1980. 

When executive departments and 
agencies propose public use forms, 
reporting, or recordkeeping 
requirements, the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB) reviews and acts on 
those requirements under the Federal 
Reports Act (44 USC, Chapter 35). 
Departments and agencies use a number 
of techniques including public hearings 
to consult with the public on significant 
reporting requirements before seeking 
OMB approval. OMB in carrying out its 
responsibility under the Act also 
considers comments on the forms and 
recordkeeping requirements that will 
affect the public. 

List of Forms Under Review 

Every Monday and Thursday OMB 
publishes a list of the agency forms 
received for review since the last list 


was published. The list has all the 
entries for one agency together and 
grouped into new forms, revisions, 
extensions, or reinstatements. Some 
forms listed as revisions may only have 
a change in the number of respondents 
or a reestimate of the time needed to fill 
them out rather than any change to the 
content of the form. The agency 
clearance officer can tell you the nature 
of any particular revision you are 
interested In. Each entry contains the 
following information: 

The name and telephone number of the 
agency clearance officer (from whom a copy 
of the form and supporting documents is 
available): 

The office of the agency Issuing this form: 

The title of the form: 

The agency form number, if applicable: 

How often the form roust be filled out: 

Who will be required or asked to report 

An estimate of the number of forms that 
will be filled out: 

An estimate of the total number of hours 
needed to fill out the form: and 

The name and telephone number of the 
person or office responsible for OMB review. 

Reporting or recordkeeping 
requirements that appear to raise no 
significant issues are approved 
promptly. Our usual practice is not to 
take any action on proposed reporting 
requirements until at least ten working 
days after notice in the Federal Register 
but occasionally the public interest 
requires more rapid action. 

Comments and Questions 

Copies of the proposed forms and 
supporting documents may be obtained 
from the agency clearance officer whose 
name and telephone number appear 
under the agency name. The agency 
clearance officer will send you a copy of 
the proposed form, the request for 
clearance (SF83). supporting statement, 
instructions, transmittal letters, and 
other documents that are submitted to 
OMB for review. If you experience 
difficulty in obtaining the information 
you need in reasonable time, please 
advise the OMB reviewer to whom the 
report is assigned. Comments and 
questions about the items on this list 
should be directed to the OMB reviewer 
or office listed at the end of each entry. 

If you anticipate commenting on a 
form but find that time to prepare will 
prevent you from submitting comments 
promptly, you should advise the 
reviewer of your intent as early as 
possible. 

The timing and format of this notice 
have been changed to make the 
publication of the notice predictable and 
to give a clearer explanation of this 
process to the public. If you have 
comments and suggestions for further 
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improvements to this notice, please send 
them to Jim J. Tozzi, Assistant Director 
for Regulatory and Information Policy, 
Office of Management and Budget. 726 
Jackson Place, Northwest. Washington. 
D.C 20503. 

DEPARTMENT Of AGRICULTURE 

Agency Clearance Officer—Richard J. 
Schrimper—447-8201 

New Forms 

Economics, Statistics, and Cooperatives 
Service 

Baled Burley Tobacco Experiment, 1979/ 
80 

Single time 

Burley Tobacco Buyers, 30 responses; 8 
hours 

Office of Federal Statistical Policy and 
Standard, 673-7974. 

Revisions 

Farmer’s Home Administration 
Application for Rural Housing Loan 
FMHA 410-4 
On occasion 

Individuals applying for FMHA loans, 
315.000 responses; 315.000 hours 
Charles A. EUett. 395-5080. 

Reinstatements 

Fanner’s Home Administration 
Business-Analysis-Nongricultural 
Enterprises (FHA Borrowers) 

FHA 431-4 
On occasion 

Rural nonfarm businesses. 2.500 
responses; 833 hours 
Charles A. Eilett, 395-5080. 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Agency Clearance Officer—Edward 
Mi dial5—377-3627 

New Forms 

Bureau of the Census 
May 1980 Multiple Job Holding. Premium 
Pay, and Work Schedule Supplement 
CPS-1 
Annually 

Interviewed households in May 1980 
CPS, 88,000 responses; 5.100 hours 
Office of Federal Statistical Policy and 
Standard. 673-7974 
Industry and Trade Administration 
Survey of Wastepaper Suppliers and 
Users in Four Southeast Atlantic 
States 
BIE-1 

Single time 

Wastepaper dealers and consumers, 55 
responses; 83 hours 
William T. Adams. 395-4814 

Extensions 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, Flood Damage Report 
WSE-7 
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Monthly 

General public as necessary, 1,500 
responses, 4.500 hours 
William T. Adams. 395-4814. 

DEPARTMENT OP HEALTH. EDUCATION, AMO 
WELFARE 

Agency Clearance Officer—Joseph |. 
Strnad—245-6511 

New Forms 

Health Care Financing Administration 
(Departmental) 

Job Data Sheet for PSRO 
Administrative, Technical and 
Professional Positions 
HCFA-625T and L-625T 
Single time 

PSRO executive and medical directors. 

66 responses, 33 hours 
Richard Eisinger, 395-3214. 

Office of Human Development 
Study of Manpower and Training Issues 
That Cut Across the Office of Human 
Development Programs 
Single time 

State program director, Sub-State 
program director, service providers, 
9,419 responses, 6,335 hours 
Barbara F. Young. 395-6132. 

DEPARTMENT OP THE INTERIOR 

Agency Clearance Officer—William L. 
Carpenter—343-6716 

Revisions 

Bureau of Reclamation 
Recreation and Wildlife Summary 
7-1643 
Annually 

Government agencies with recreation 
management agreements, 281 
responses, 2.248 hours 
Charles A. Ellett, 395-5000. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Agency Clearance Officer—Donald E. 
Larue—633-3526 

Revisions 

Law Enforcement Assistance 
Administration 

National Criminal Justice Reference 
Service/User Registration Forms 
NIJ1431/2. 3, and 4 
On occasion 

Users of NCJRS, 59,000 responses. 7.670 
hours 

Andrew R, Uscher, 395-4814. 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Agency Clearance Officer—Paul E. 
Larson—523-6341 

New Forms 

Bureau of Labor Statistics 
1979 Survey of Operating Expenditures 
for NYC Apartment Houses Rent 
Stabilization Law 


BLS 3047 
Single time 

Stabilized NYC apartment house 
operator. 30 responses, 60 hours 
Office of Federal Statistical Policy and 
Standard. 673-7974. 

Employment Standards Administration 
Policies and Practices of Insurance 
Carriers Affecting Applicants for 
Group Insurance 
ESA-80(T) 

Single time 

Group Health and Life Manager 
Insurance Carriers, 150 responses. 50 
hours 

Arnold Strasser. 395-5080. 

Revisions 

Labor Management and Service 
Administration Annual Report 
Labor 5,500. 5,500-C, Treasury 5,500-K 
and R 
Annually 

All Pension Plans and Selected Welfare 
Plans, 600,000 responses, 3,700,000 
hours 

Arnold Strasser, 395-5080. 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE (EXC. AID) 

Agency Clearance Officer—Gail J. 

Cook—632-3538 

Revisions 

Retail Price Schedule 
OF-173 and DSP 23 
Annually 

IMmarily retail outlets outside U.S., 572 
responses, 18,733 hours 
Phillip T. Balazs, 395-4814. 

NATIONAL ENDOWMENT FOR THE ARTS 

Agency Clearance Officer—Paul G. 

Za rbock—634-6160 

New Forms 

Pension Building Museum Funding 
Survey 
Single time 

Constroction>related business, 50 
responses. 50 hours 
Laveme V. Collins, 395-3214. 

RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD 

Agency Clearance Officer—Pauline 
Lohens—312-751-4692 

Revisions 

Record of Employee's Prior Service 
AA-2P(R) 

On occasion 

Railroad employers, 500 responses, 667 
hours 

Barbara F. Young. 395-6132. 

Statement of Marital Relationship; 

Statement Regarding Marriage 
G-124 and G-124A 
On occasion 

Applicants; dependents, 800 responses, 
217 hours 


Barbara P. Young, 395-6132. 
Reinstatements 

Certification in Support of Employer 
Service 
G-86 

On occasion 

Individuals who have knowledge of 
service performed by applicant, 250 
responses. 83 hours 
Barbara F. Young. 395-6132. 

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY 

Agency Clearance Officer—Eugene E. 
Mynatt—854-2596 

Reinstatements 

Electric Load Survey Guide 

TV A 6233, TV A 6233A. TV A 6233B 

Semi-annually 

Retail customers of the distributors of 
TV A power. 3,000 responses. 1,500 
hours 

Charles A. Ellett. 395-5080. 

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 

Agency Clearance Officer—R. C. 
Whitt—389-2282 

Revisions 

Enrollment Certification (Under 
Chapters 32, 34 or 35. 38 U.S.C.) 
22-1999 
On occasion 

Schools. 1,200,000 responses, 240,000 
hours 

Laveme V. Collins, 395-3214. 

G Louis Kincanmm, 

Acting Deputy Assistant Director for Reports 
Management 

fFF Doc S0-SS72 Filed S-1S-Aft *48 «m) 

BILLING COOK 3110-01-M 


OFFICE OF THE U.S. TRADE 
REPRESENTATIVE 

Nonrubber Footwear; Adjusted 
Restraint Levels Under the Orderly 
Marketing Agreement With Taiwan 

Below is a letter to the Commissioner 
of Customs adjusting the restraint levels 
for the third year restraint period (July 1. 
1979 through June 30,1980) as authorized 
by Presidential Fhroclamation 45t0 of 
June 22,1977. 

G Michael Hathaway, 

Assistant General Counsel 

Hon. Robert Chasen, 

Commissioner. US. Customs Service. 
Department of the Treasury. Washington. 
D.C 20229 

Dear Mr. Chasen: A request has been • 
received from Taiwan concerning the swing 
provision in paragraph 5(a) of the orderly 
marketing agreement between the United 
States and Taiwan on nonrubber footwear. 

Accordingly, pursuant to paragraph (8) of 
Proclamation 4510 of June 22,1977, you are 
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requested to increase the third year restraint 
levels applicable to nonrubber footwear 
imports from Taiwan entering under TSUS 
Item 923.90 by 10 percent, and TSUS Item 
923-82 by 15 percent and to decrease the 
restraint level for nonrubber footwear 
imports entering under TSUS Item 923.91 by 
the tame absolute amount 
The adjusted restraint levels, therefore, 
will be: 923.90—11,264,000 pairs, 923.92— 
9.131.000 pairs. 

Taking into account the adjustment of 
November 29,1979 (44 FR 70017), the adjusted 
restraint level for item 923391, TSUS wilt be: 
923.91—107.900.857 pairs. 

This letter will be published in the Federal 
Register. 

Sincerely, 

Reubin 0*0. Askew. 

|FR Doc aO-47M Ftled S-1»-S0t 445 aoi] 

Mi LUNG COM 3t90-0l-M 


Trade Policy Staff Committee; Public 
Hearing; the Fifth International Tin 
Agreement and Negotiations for a 
Sixth International Tin Agreement 

Date: April 10,1980. 

Place: Room 730,1800 G Street N.W., 
Washington, D.C 20506. 

Time: 9:30 am—12X)0 noon, 1:30 pm—4:30 pm. 
Contact Hiram Lawrence—(202) 395-7203. 
Subject: Review of the Fifth International Tin 
Agreement and Provisions for a Sixth 
International Tin Agreement Effect on U.S. 
Consuming Industries. 

The Fifth International Tin Agreement 
of which the United States is a member, 
which entered into force on July 1,1976, 
will expire on June 30,1981. A 
negotiating conference, in which the U.S. 
Government will participate, for a Sixth 
International Tin Agreement will be 
held under the auspices of the United 
Nations at Geneva. Switzerland, from 
April 14, to May 16,1980. 

In order to assist in formulating the 
Government's position for the 
negotiating conference, the Trade Policy 
Staff Committee will hold a hearing to 
obtain views and comments from the 
U.S. public, particularly industrial 
consumers, on the provisions for a Sixth 
Agreement in terms of U.S. industry and 
consumer interests. 

Views on buffer stock operations, 
price range determination procedures, 
supply assurance provisions, and the 
use of export controls under a Sixth 
Agreement would be particularly useful. 

Any member of the U.S. public may 
Hie a written statement in 20 copies with 
the Office of the United States Trade 
Representative in accordance with 
Chapter 20, g 2003.2 of Title 15 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations. 

To the extent that time permits, the 
I tearing Chairman will allow public 
presentation of oral statements at the 
hearing summarizing the points made in 


the written submission mentioned 
above. Those wishing to present an oral 
summary of their statement should 
submit a written request along with their 
statement no later than April 4 to 
Carolyn Frank, Secretary, Trade Policy 
Staff Committee, Room 735,1800 G 
Street. N.W., Washington. D.C. 20506. 
Ann Hughes. 

Acting Chairman, Trade Policy Staff 
Committee. 

[FR Doc VMKOft Fifed 3-UMSCX 445 um\ 

DILUNG COOC 3190*0Mi 


PRESIDENTIAL COMMISSION ON 
WORLD HUNGER 

Meeting 

The twelfth meeting of the 
Presidential Commission on World 
Hunger will be held on Monday. March 
31.1980 in Room 2010 of the New 
Executive Office Building, 726 Jackson 
Place, N.W., Washington. D.C. The 
meeting will begin at 9:30 a.m. and 
conclude at approximately 4:30 p.m. 

The meeting will be open to 
observation by the public to the extent 
space is available. Reservations are 
required and requests should be 
addressed to the Presidential 
Commission on World Hunger. 734 
Jackson Place. N.W., Washington. D.C„ 
20006. Reservations will be honored on 
the basis of the earliest postmarks of 
requests. 

Donald B. Harper, 

Administrative Officer. Presidential 
Commission on World Hunger. 

(FR Doc. Fifed 3-14-40t 945 uo] 

BILLING COOC 9420-97-43 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

(ReL No. 11087; 812-4578) 

D. L. Babson Money Market Fund, Inc.; 
Application of the Act for Order of 
Exemption 

March 14.1900. 

Notice is hereby given that D. L 
Babson Money Market Fund 
("Applicant"), 2440 Pershing Road. 
Kansas City. Missouri 64106. registered 
under the Investment Company Act of 
1940 ("Act") as an open-end, diversified 
management investment company, filed 
an application on December 5,1979. and 
an amendment thereto on February 14. 
1980, for an order of the Commission, 
pursuant to Section 6(c) of the Act, 
exempting Applicant from the 
provisions of Rules 2a-4 and 22o*l 
under the Act to the extent necessary to 
permit Applicant to compute its net 


asset value per share for the purposes of 
sales, redemptions and repurchases of 
its shares to the nearest one cent on a 
share value of one dollar. Applicant 
represents that in all other respects its 
portfolio securities will be valued in 
accordance with the views of the 
Commission set forth in Investment 
Company Act Release No. 9788 (May 31, 
1977)(‘TC-0786"). All interested persons 
are referred to the application on file 
with the Commission for a statement of 
the representations contained therein, 
which are summarized below. 

Applicant is a corporation 
incorporated under the laws of the State 
of Maryland on October 19.1979. 
Applicant states that its investment 
objective is to invest in high quality 
short term debt instruments for the 
purpose of maximizing income to the 
extent consistent with the safety of 
rincipal and the maintenance of 
quidity. Applicant intends to invest 
exclusively in marketable securities 
issued or guaranteed by the United 
States Government or its agencies or 
instrumentalities, certificates of deposit, 
bankers' acceptances and other 
commercial bank short-term obligations, 
commercial paper. Including variable 
rate master demand notes, short-term 
corporate debt securities, savings and 
loan association obligations, and 
repurchase agreements. Applicant is 
permitted to invest in a diversified 
portfolio of money market securities, 

90% of which will have a stated maturity 
of not more than one year from the date 
of settlement for the security. 

Applicant states that, except as 
provided in the application, its portfolio 
securities will be valued in accordance 
with the views of the Commission as set 
forth in 1C-9786. In calculating its total 
net assets to determine the offering price 
of its shares each day. Applicant 
indicates that it intends to value all of 
its portfolio securities which, on the date 
of valuation, have sixty days or less to 
maturity, on the basis of the amortized 
cost valuation technique. Applicant 
further states that portfolio securities 
which on the date of valuation have 
remaining maturities in excess of sixty 
days and for which market quotations 
are readily available are valued at the 
mean between the most recent bid and 
asked prices as obtained from one or 
more major market makers for such 
securities. If market quotations are not 
readily available, Applicant will value 
such securities at their value as 
determined in good faith in accordance 
with consistently applied procedures 
established by and under the general 
supervision of Applicant's Board of 
Directors. 
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Rule 22c-l under the Act provides, in 
part, that no registered investment 
company issuing any redeemable 
security shall sell redeem, or 
repurchase any such security except at a 
price based on the current net asset 
value of such security which is next 
computed after receipt of a tender of 
such security for redemption or of an 
order to purchase or sell such security. 
Rule 2a-4 under the Act provides, as 
here relevant, that “current net asset 
value*' of a redeemable security issued 
by a registered investment company 
used in computing its price for the 
purposes of distribution and redemption 
shall be determined with reference to (1) 
current market value for portfolio 
securities with respect to which market 
quotations are readily available and (2) 
for other securities and assets, fair 
market value a9 determined in good 
faith by the board of directors of the 
registered company. In IC-9786 the 
Commission expressed its view that it is 
inconsistent with Rule 2a-4 for certain 
money market funds to “round-off* 
calculations of their net asset value per 
share to the nearest one cent on a share 
value of $1.00, because such a 
calculation might have the effect of 
masking the impact of changing values 
of portfolio securities and therefore 
might not “reflect** its portfolio valuation 
as required by Rule 2a-4. 

Section 6(c) of the Act provides, in 
part, that the Commission may. upon 
application, exempt any person, 
security, or transaction or any class or 
classes of persons, securities or 
transactions from any provision or 
provisions of the Act and the rules 
thereunder, if and to the extent that such 
exemption is necessary or appropriate 
in the public Interest and consistent 
with the protection of investors and the 
purposes fairly intended by the policy 
and provisions of the Act. 

Applicant states that it wishes to 
attract individual and institutional 
investors. Applicant alleges that it 
understands that many of these 
investors require a money market fund 
which maintains a constant net asset 
value per share and pays dividends 
which do not fluctuate on account of 
daily changes in the values of its 
portfolio securities. Applicant states that 
computing the net asset value per share 
to the nearest one cent on a share value 
of $1.00 will eliminate the periodic 
fluctuation in Applicant's net asset 
value per share which may occur and 
which may well cause Applicant's 
shareholders at the appropriate time to 
realize unwanted nominal capital gains 
and losses upon redemption of their 
shares. Applicant further provides that 


its Board of Directors have determined 
in good faith that this method of 
calculating the net asset value per share 
under such circumstances is appropriate 
and will be in the best interests of 
Applicant's shareholders. 

Applicant represents that, to the 
extent necessary, Applicant's Board of 
Directors will consider the advisability 
of temporarily suspending payment of 
dividends, or making a capital gains or 
other distribution, to maintain a $1.00 
price per share, if the net asset value per 
share declines to a value below $.996 or 
rises to a value of above $1,004. 
respectively. In addition, Applicant 
states that to maintain the stability of its 
price per share Applicant will adhere to 
the following conditions: 

1. The Board of Directors of Applicant, 
in supervising Applicant's operations 
and delegating special responsibilities 
involving portfolio management to 
Applicant's investment adviser, 
undertake—as a particular 
responsibility within the overall duty of 
care owed to Applicant's shareholders— 
to assure to the extent reasonably 
practicable taking into account current 
market conditions affecting Applicant's 
investment objective, that the price per 
share of Applicant's shares as computed 
for purposes of distribution, redemption 
and repurchase, rounded to the nearest 
one cent, will not deviate from $1.00, 

2. Applicant will maintain a dollar- 
weighted average portfolio maturity 
appropriate to its objectives of 
maintaining a stable price per share, 
and Applicant will not (i) purchase on 
instrument with a remaining maturity of 
greater than one year or (ii) maintain a 
dollar-weighted averge portfolio 
maturity in excess of 120 days; ond 

3. Applicant will limit its portfolio 
investments, including repurchase 
agreements, to those U.S. dollar 
denominated Instruments which the 
Board of Directors determines present 
minimal credit risks, and which are of 
“high quality" as determined by any 
major rating service or, In the case of 
any instrument that is not rated, of 
comparable quality as determined by 
the Board of Directors. 

Notice is further given that any 
interested person may, not later than 
April 7,1960, at 5:30 p.m.. submit to the 
Commission in writing a request for a 
hearing on the matter accompanied by a 
statement as to the nature of his 
interest, the reason for such request, and 
the issues, if any, of fact or law 
proposed to be controverted, or he may 
request that he be notified if the 
Commission shall order a hearing 
thereon. Any such communication 
should be addressed: Secretary. 

Securities and Exchange Commission, 


Washington. D.C. 20549. A copy of such 
request shall be served personally or by 
mail upon Applicantfs) at the 
address(es) stated above. Proof of such 
service (by affidavit, or in case of an 
attomey-at-law. by certificate) shall be 
filed contemporaneously with the 
request. As provided by Rule 0.5 of the 
rules and regulations promulgated under 
the Act. an order disposing of the 
application will be issued as of course 
following said date unless the 
Commission thereafter orders a hearing 
upon request or upon the Commission s 
own motion. Persons who request a 
hearing, or advice as to whether a 
hearing is ordered, will receive any 
notices and orders issued in this matter, 
including the date of the hearing (if 
ordered) and any postponements 
thereof. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Investment Management, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

Shirloy E. Hollis. 

Assistant Secretary. 

(TO Doc •»-*<«) s-is-sa MS mm] 
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(Rd.No. 11065; S12-4597J 

InterCapital Tax-Exempt Securities 
Inc. and InterCapital Industry-Valued 
Securities Inc.; Application of the Act 
for Exemption 

March 13.1960. 

Notice is hereby given that 
InterCapital Tax-Exempt Securities Inc. 
and InterCapital Industry-Valued 
Securities Inc. (“Applicants"), One 
Battery Park Plaza, New York, New 
York 10004. registered under the 
Investment Company Act of 1940 
(“Act’*) as open-end. diversified 
management companies, filed an 
application on January 22,1980. for an 
order of the Commission pursuant to 
Section 6(c) of the Act declaring that Dr. 
Irwin Friend, a director of both 
Applicants, shall not be deemed an 
interested person of either Applicant 
within the meaning of Section 2(a)(19) of 
the Act solely by reason of his position 
as director of PM1 Securities Co. 
("PM!"), which is registered as a broker- 
dealer under the Securities Exchange 
Act of 1934 (“Exchange Act''). All 
interested persons are referred to the 
application on file with the Commission 
for a statement of the representations 
made therein, which are summarized 
below. 

PMI was originally organized in 1972 
to be a holding company of two 
mortgage insurance companies 
(“insurance companies"). In 1973 PMI 
and the insurance companies were 
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acquired by Allstate Insurance 
Company ('‘Allstate**) and PM1 
commenced doing business as a 
‘matchmaker,** that is, bringing together 
buyers and sellers of whole mortgages 
and participations on residential 
properties without compensation. In 
1978 PM1 was sold by Allstate to the 
newly-formed PMI Mortgage 
Corporation, a company which is a 
wholly-owned subsidiary of Allstate 
Enterprises, Inc, which is, in turn, a 
wholly-owned subsidiary of Sears. 
Roebuck & Co. 

Applicants state that PMI is not now 
and since its registration as a broker- 
dealer under the Exchange Act has not 
been engaged in the business of buying 
or selling any securities either as broker 
or dealer. However, PMI contemplates 
acting as a broker-dealer in the 
distribution of mortgage pass-through 
securities issued by its parent. PMI 
Mortgage Corporation. These securities 
may be registered pursuant to the 
Securities Act of 1933. Applicants state 
that non-registered private placements 
of securities are also contemplated. Dr. 
Friend is Edward ]. Hopkinson Professor 
of Finance and Economics at The 
Wharton School of the University of 
Pennsylvania, and is also Director of the 
Rodney L White Center for Financial 
Research at the University of 
Pennsylvania. Applicants state that Dr. 
Friend has no past employment, 
consulting, contractual financial, or 
other relationship with PMI or any 
affiliated person of PMI, other than as a 
director of PMI, the insurance 
companies and PMI Mortgage 
Corporation. 

InterCapital Tax-Exempt Securities 
Inc. represents that its investment policy 
requires it to invest all its assets in 
fixed-income securities, primarily tax- 
exempt securities or other short-term, 
fixed-income securities. InterCapital 
Industry-Valued Securities Inc. 
represents that its investment policy 
requires it to invest primarily in common 
stocks, with a portion of its assets 
invested, at times, in corporate debt 
securities or money market instruments. 
Applicants both represent that they are 
precluded from purchasing interests in 
real estate, except that they may. among 
other things, purchase securities which 
are secured by real estate or interests 
therein. Applicants state that they 
believe the mortgage pass-through 
securities proposed to be the subject of 
PMI’s broker-dealer business are not 
securities which would generally be 
appropriate for investment by either 
Applicant. In any event. Applicants 
undertake that they will not under any 
circumstances, do any business, directly 


or indirectly, with PMI in any capacity, 
whether as broker, dealer, or otherwise 
so long as Dr. Friend is a director of 
Applicant and a director of PML 

Section 2(a)(19) of the Act In 
pertinent part, defines an “interested 
person** of an investment company to 
include any broker or dealer registered 
under the Exchange Act or any affiliated 
person of such broker or dealer. The 
term “affiliated person** of another 
person is defined by Section 2(a)(3)(D) 
of the Act to include a director of such 
other person. Dr. Friend is a director of 
PMI and is. therefore, an affiliated 
person of PMI. Applicants do not view 
Dr. Friend to be an interested person of 
either of the Applicants but seek to have 
Dr. Friend determined by order to be a 
disinterested director, notwithstanding 
his status as a director of PMI. 

Section 6(c) of the Act provides, in 
pertinent part that the Commission, by 
order upon application, may 
conditionally or unconditionally exempt 
any person from any provision of the 
Act, if and to the extent that such 
exemption is necessary or appropriate 
in the public interest and consistent 
with the protection of investors and the 
purposes fairly intended by the policy 
and provisions of the Act. 

Applicants submit that it would be 
misleading to stockholders and unfair to 
Dr. Friend to identify him as an 
interested director of Applicant since 
such a label, they contend, implies the 
existence of a question of actual or 
potential conflict of interest which. 
Applicants claim, does not in fact exist 
Applicants assert that because of Dr. 
Friend s personal stature and the 
removal of any possibility that 
Applicants will do business with PMI. 
Dr. Friend will be in a position to act 
independently on behalf of Applicants 
and their respective shareholders 
without any possible impairment arising 
out of his affiliation with PMI. 

Accordingly. Applicants believe that 
it would be in their best interests to 
have Dr. Friend’s status as a 
disinterested director clearly 
acknowledged and that the requested 
exemption is therefore appropriate in 
the public interest and consistent with 
the protection of investors and the 
purposes fairly intended by the policy 
and provisions of the Act 

Notice is further given that any 
interested person may, not later than 
April 9,1980, at 5:30 p.m., submit to the 
Commission in writing, a request for a 
hearing on the application accompanied 
by a statement as to the nature of his 
interest the reasons for such request 
and the issues, if any. of fact or law 
proposed to be controverted, or he may 
request that he be notified if the 


Commission shall order a hearing 
thereon. Any such communication 
should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington. D.C. 20549. A copy of such 
request shall be served personally or by 
mail upon Applicants at the address 
stated above. Proof of such service (by 
affidavit or, in the cose of an attorney- 
at-law. by certificate) shall be filed 
contemporaneously with the request. As 
provided by Rule 0-5 of the rules and 
regulations promulgated under the Act. 
an order disposing of the application 
herein will be issued as of course 
following said date unless the 
Commission thereafter orders a hearing 
upon request or upon the Commission's 
own motion. Persons who request a 
hearing, or advice as to whether a 
hearing is ordered, will receive any 
notices and orders issued in this matter, 
including the date of the hearing (if 
ordered) and any postponements 
thereof. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Investment Management, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

George A Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary . 

fFR Doc. SO-44S1 PlUd J-UMBt tASunJ 
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[Release No. 11091; 812-4403J 

Investors Mutual, Inc., et al.; Filing of 
an Application for an Order Amending 
a Previous Order Granting Exemption 
and Permitting Offers of Exchange 

March 14.1900. 

In the matter of Investors Mutual. Inc,; 
Investors Stock Fund. Inc.; Investors 
Selective Fund, Inc.; Investors Variable 
Payment Fund, Inc.; IDS New 
Dimensions Fund, Inc.; IDS Progressive 
Fund, Inc.; IDS Bond Fund. Inc.; IDS 
Cash Management Fund. Inc.; IDS Tax- 
Exempt Bond Fund, Inc.; IDS High Yield 
Tax-Exempt Fund, Inc.; IDS Growth 
Fund. Inc.; 1000 Roanoke Building. 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55402; and 
Investors Diversified Services, Inc., IDS 
Tower. Minneapolis, Minnesota 55402 
(812-4403). 

Notice is hereby given that Investors 
Mutual, Inc. (“Mutual"), Investors Stock 
Fund, Inc. ("Stock"), Investors Selective 
Fund, Inc. (“Selective"). Investors 
Variable Payment Fund. Inc. 
(“Variable*’), IDS New Dimensions 
Fund, Inc. (“New Dimensions*'), IDS 
Progressive Fund, Inc. (“Progressive"). 
IDS Bond Fund. Inc. (“Bond"), IDS Cash 
Management Fund, Inc. (“Cash 
Management’*), IDS Tax-Exempt Bond 
Fund, Inc. (’Tax-Exempt**). IDS High 
Yield Tax-Exempt Fund. Inc. (“High 
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Yield"), and IDS Growth Fund. Inc. 
("Growth"), (collectively referred to as 
"the Funds"), open-end. management 
investment companies registered under 
the Investment Company Act of 1940 
("Act"), and Investors Diversified 
Services, Inc. ("IDS"), each Fund's 
investment adviser and principal 
underwriter (collectively referred to 
with the Funds as "Applicants"), filed 
an application on February 11.1980, and 
an amendment thereto on March 3,1980, 
requesting an order of the Commission 
amending in the manner described 
below an earlier order of the 
Commission dated November 27.1979 
(Investment Company Act Release No. 
10954). This earlier amended order, 
pursuant to Section 11(a) of the Act, 
permitted certain transfers among the 
Funds on a basis other than their 
relative net asset value per share at the 
time of transfer and, pursuant to Section 
0(c) of the Act. exempted such transfers 
from the provisions of Section 22(d) of 
the Act and Rule 22d-l thereunder. All 
interested persons are referred to the 
application on file with the Commission 
for a statement of the representations 
contained therein, which are 
summarized below. 

IDS. as principal underwriter for the 
Funds, maintains a continuous public 
offering of shares of each of the Funds at 
their respective net asset value plus a 
sales charge. On purchases of less than 
$15,000, the sales charge is 3Mt% for 
Bond. 7% for Selective, and 8% for 
Mutual. Stock. Variable, New 
Dimensions, Progressive and Growth. 
Tax-Exempt and High Yield have a 4% 
sales charges on purchases of less than 
$50,000. For each of the Funds, the sales 
charge is reduced on larger purchases, 
except Bond which has a level 3Vfc% 
sales charge. There is no sales charge 
for purchases of Cash Management All 
of the Funds, except Bond, permit 
reinvestment of dividends and capital 
gains distributions without payment of a 
sales charge. 

Applicants state that on June 2a 1979, 
and November 27,1979. the Commission 
entered orders pursuant to Section 11(a) 
of the Act permitting transfers among 
the Funds on a basis other than their 
relative net asset values and. pursuant 
to Section 0(c) of the Act, exempting 
such transfers from the provisions of 
Section 22(d) of the Act and Rule 22d-l 
thereunder (Investment Company Act 
Release Nos. 10742 and 10954, 
respectively). According to the 
application, the shareholders of Mutual 
Stock, Variable, Progressive. New 
Dimensions and Growth currently have 
the privilege of transferring their shares 
Into shares of each of the Funds, except 


Bond, at net asset value without paying 
a sales charge. Applicants further state 
that the shareholders of Selective, Bond. 
Tax-Exempt and High Yield who have 
held their shares for eight months or 
more have the same transfer privilege 
described above, except that 
shareholders of High Yield. Selective 
and Tax-Exempt may transfer their 
shares at net asset value into Tax- 
Exempt or High Yield at any time. 

Applicants further represent that the 
shareholders of each of the Funds, 
except Cash Management, who have 
held their shares for less than eight 
months may transfer into Bond upon 
paying an additional sales charge. 
Shareholders of Bond, Tax-Exempt and 
High Yield who have held their shares 
for less than eight months have the 
privilege of transferring into Mutual 
Stock. Variable, Progressive, New 
Dimensions. Tax-Exempt Selective and 
High Yield upon paying an additional 
sales charge. Applicants further state 
that shareholders of Selective who have 
held their shares for less than eight 
months may transfer into Mutual. Stock, 
Variable, Progressive and New 
Dimensions upon paying an additional 
sales charge. In each instance the 
additional sales charge, if any, assessed 
on these transfers will be equal to the 
difference between the sales charge 
actually paid and the sales charge that 
would have been paid had the original 
investment been in the Fund into which 
the subsequent transfer was made. No 
transfers are presently permitted into 
Cash Management and Growth by 
shareholders of Selective, Bond. Tax 
Exempt and High Yield who have held 
their shares less than eight months. 

Shareholders of Cash Management 
who acquire their shares with 
redemption proceeds from one of the 
other Funds may transfer their shares 
into shares of each of the Funds at net 
asset value without paying a sales 
charge. Applicant further states, 
however, that those shareholders of 
Cash Management seeking to transfer 
into Bond who acquired their shares: (1) 
With proceeds redeemed from one of the 
other Funds where the sales charge 
assessed by the other Fund is less than 
the charge that would have been 
assessed had the investment been in 
Bond originally: and (2) with proceeds 
redeemed from one of the other Funds 
where the time span invested in Cash 
Management plus the time span of any 
prior investment in such Fund is less 
than eight months must pay an 
additional sales charge upon 
transferring into Bond. Applicants 
represent that in all instances, the 
additional sales charge assessed by 


Bond on these transfers will be equal to 
the difference between the sales charge 
actually paid and the sales charge that 
would have been paid had the 
investment been made in Bond 
originally. Shares of Cash Management 
that were purchased directly may be 
redeemed and the redemption proceeds 
invested in shares of each of the Funds 
by paying the applicable sales charge. 
Shares of Cash Management that were 
acquired with the redemption proceeds 
from one of the other Funds will be 
transferred first 

Applicants now propose to permit 
shareholders of Selective. Tax-Exempt. 
High Yield and Bond who have held 
their shares for less than eight months to 
transfer into Growth upon paying an 
additional sales charge. Applicants state 
that the purpose of the transfer 
privileges and the eight-month holding 
restriction, where applicable, is to 
discourage attempts to circumvent the 
higher sales charges that could occur 
were an investor to purchase shares of 
Selective, Tax-Exempl High Yield, and 
Bond, which have a lower sales charge 
and, subsequently, transfer such shares 
at net asset value for shares in Growth, 
which imposes a higher sales charge 
than the Fund originally purchased. 
Applicants represent that in all 
instances, the additional sales charge, if 
any. assessed by Growth on these 
transfers will be equal to the difference 
between the sales charge actually paid 
and the 6ales charge that would have 
been paid had the investment been 
made in Growth originally. Appropriate 
disclosure of the terms of the proposed 
transfer privileges will be made in the 
prospectuses of each of the Funds. 

Applicants further represent that 
pursuant to the distribution agreements 
between IDS and each of the Funds, 
except Cash Management. IDS receives 
a sales charge equal to the difference 
between the total amount received upon 
each sale of shares and the net asset 
value of such shares at the time of sale, 
a portion of which is paid to IDS sales 
representatives as commissions. With 
respect to those transfers described 
above which involve the payment of any 
additional sales charge. Applicants state 
that IDS will pay to the applicable sales 
representative that portion of the 
additional sales charge which he would 
have received if the sale of shares of the 
higher load Fund had been made 
initially. Applicants further note that 
Bond imposes a sales charge for 
reinvested dividends by shareholders of 
Bond, which could result in the payment 
of an additional commission to the IDS 
sales representative who helped with 
the transfer. Applicants assert, however, 
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that since the dividend reinvestment is a 
new sale which, technically, is not 
included in the original transfer, and 
that in many cases the customer calls 
the IDS sales representative to help with 
such dividend reinvestment, it is 
appropriate to reimburse such sales 
representative for his effort. Applicants 
further state that they believe that there 
is not sufficient financial incentive for 
an IDS sales representative to initiate 
such transfers for his own benefit. 
Applicants represent that IDS has 
established sufficient internal 
monitoring and review procedures to 
ensure that such transfers are made at 
the request of the customer and not for 
the IDS sales representative’s personal 
gain (including monitoring the frequency 
of transfers handled by individual 
representatives). 

Section 11(a) of the Act provides that 
it shall be unlawful for any registered 
open-end company or any principal 
underwriter for such company to make, 
or cause to be made, an offer to the 
shareholder of a security of such 
company or of any other open-end 
investment company to exchange his 
security for a security in the same or 
another such company on any basis 
other than the relative net asset value of 
the respective securities to be 
exchanged unless the terms of the offer 
have first been submitted to and 
approved by the Commission. 

Section 22(d) of the Act provides, in 
pertinent part that no registered 
investment company or principal 
underwriter thereof shall sell any 
redeemable security issued by such 
company to any person except at a 
current public offering price described in 
the prospectus. The sales charge 
described in the prospectus of each of 
the Funds is normally greater than the 
sales charge which would be applicable 
to a proposed transfer. Rule 22d-l 
permits certain variations in sales load, 
none of which it is alleged are 
applicable to the proposed transfer 
privileges. 

Section 6(c) provides, in pertinent 
part, that the Commission, by order 
upon application, may conditionally or 
unconditionally exempt any person, 
security or transaction or any class or 
classes of persons, securities or 
transactions from any provision of the 
Act or of any rule or regulation under 
the Act. if and to the extent such 
exemption is necessary or appropriate 
in the public interest and consistent 
with the protection of investors and the 
purposes fairly intended by the policy 
and provisions of the Act. 

On the basis of the foregoing. 
Applicants submit that the proposed 
exemption is appropriate in the public 


interest and consistent with the 
protection of investors and purposes 
fairly intended by the policies and 
provisions of the Act. 

Notice is further given that any 
interested person may. not later than 
April 7,1980. at 5:30 p.m., submit to the 
Commission in writing, a request for a 
hearing on the application accompanied 
by a statement as to the nature of his 
interest, the reasons for such request 
and the issues, if any. of fact or law 
proposed to be controverted, or he may 
request that he be notified if the 
Commission shall order a hearing 
thereon. Any such communication 
should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
500 North Capitol Street, Washington. 
D.C. 20549. A copy of such request shall 
be served personally or by mail upon 
Applicants at the addresses stated 
above. Proof of such service (by 
affidavit, or in the case of an attorney- 
at-law by certificate) shall be filed 
contemporaneously with the request. As 
provided by Rule 0-5 of the rules and 
regulations promulgated under the Act, 
an order disposing of the application 
herein will be issued as of course 
following said date unless the 
Commission thereafter orders a hearing 
upon request or upon the Commission's 
own motion. Persons who request a 
hearing or advice as to whether a 
hearing is ordered will receive any 
notices and orders issued in this matter, 
including the date of the hearing (if 
ordered) and any postponements 
thereof. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Investment Management, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

Shirley E. Hollis, 

Assistant Secretary. 

(FR Doc S0-S4K Filed S-lS-aOt MS am) 
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l File No. 500-1) 

McDowell Enterprises, Inc.; Order of 
Suspension of Trading 

March 11,198a 

It appearing to the Securities and 
Exchange Commission that there has 
been an undisclosed accumulation of a 
significant block of the outstanding 
common stock of McDowell Enterprises, 
Inc. and unexplained market activity in 
the company's common stock, the 
Commission is of the opinion that the 
public interest and the protection of 
investors require a summary suspension 
of trading in the securities of McDowell 
Enterprises. Inc. 

Therefore, it is ordered, pursuant to 
Section 12(k) of the Securities Exchange 
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Act of 1934. trading in such securities on 
a national securities exchange or 
otherwise is suspended, for the period 
from 9:30 a.m. (EST) on March 11.1980 
and terminating at midnight (EST) on 
March 20,1980. 

By the Commission. 

Shirley E. Hollis. 

Assistant Secretary. 

|FR Doc IO-*U3 FU#d 3-!»4& &4S am) 

BILLING COOC S010-01-41 


(Release No. 16650*, SR-MSE-79-21] 

Midwest Stock Exchange, Inc.; Order 
Approving Proposed Rule Change 

March 13.1980. 

On November 18,1979, 1 the Midwest 
Stock Exchange, Incorporated ("MSE"), 
120 South LaSalle Street. Chicago. 

Illinois 60603, filed with the 
Commission, pursuant to Section 
19(b)(1) of the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934.15 U.S.C. 78(s)(b)(l) ("Act”) and 
Rule 19b-4 thereunder, copies of a 
proposed rule change which would 
delete from the Rules and Practices for 
Trading on the MSE the requirement 
that specialists match at least one side 
of the primary market quotation for each 
stock in which they are registered as 
specialists. In addition, the proposal 
would delete from the MSE Rules 
current Article XX, Rule 34. pertaining to 
the MSE Agency Execution System 
("MAX”), and would substitute a new 
Rule 34 governing the MSE Guaranteed 
Execution System ("BEST System”). The 
BEST System would require MSE 
specialists to guarantee execution, 
according to a prescribed formula, of all 
agency market and limit orders of 
between 100 and 399 shares for dually 
traded securities In which they are 
registered. Specifically, market orders 
entered into the system would be filled 
at the best consolidated quote system 
bid on a sell order, or the best 
consolidated quote system offer on a 
buy order. 

Notice of the proposed rule change 
together with the terms of substance of 
the proposed rule change was given by 
publication of a Commission Release 
(Securities Exchange Act Release No. 
16657, February 5,1980) and by 
publication in the Federal Register (45 
FR 9425, February 12,1980). No 
comments were received with respect to 
theproposed rule filing. 

The Commission finds that the 
proposed rule change is consistent with 
the requirements of the Act and the 
rules and regulations thereunder 


'Thia rule filing was amended by Amendment 
No. 1 to SR-MSE-79-21 FUcd with the Commiaaioa 
on January 24. I960 
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applicable to national securities 
exchanges, and in particular, the 
requirements of Section 6. specifically 
subsection (b)(5) thereof relating to the 
facilitation of transactions in securities 
and the removal of impediments to a 
national market system, and the rules 
and regulations thereunder. 9 

It is therefore ordered Pursuant to 
Section 19(b)(2) of the Act. that the 
above-mentioned proposed rule change 
be. and it hereby is, approved. 

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Market Regulation pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

George A Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

|fH Doc 10-0405 Fil'd s-ie-ex a AS am) 

billing coot ooio-oi-ii 


SNG & Oil Energy Co. and Olympic Gas 
& Oil, Inc.; Order of Suspension of 
Trading 

March 10,1980. 

It appearing to the Securities and 
Exchange Commission that there arc 
questions concerning the recent unusual 
and unexplained market activity in the 
above-named companies' securities and 
that there is a lack of adequate and 
accurate public information about the 
companies' operations and financial 
condition with respect to their methods 
of recognizing revenues and expenses 
and valuation of assets, the Commission 
is of the opinion that the public Interest 
and the protection of investors require a 
summary suspension of trading in the 
securities of SNG & Oil Energy 
Company and Olympic Gas A Oil. Inc. 

Therefore, it is ordered, pursuant to 
Section 12(k) of the Securities Exchange 
Act of 1934. trading in such securities on 
a national securities exchange or 
otherwise is suspended, for the period 
from 9:30 a.m. on March 10,1900 through 
midnight on March 19,1980. 

By the Commission. 

George A Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

|FX Doc 40-0404 Pil'd ft AS tm) 
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* Approval of the proposed rule change would not 
alter the responsibility of the MSE and its 
specialists to comply with Hula llAcl-1 (17 CFR 
2401lAcl-l) under lha Act. the Commission's 
“Quote Rule." Specifically, the Commission has 
previously stated that If a market maker 
continuously communicate* quotations which do 
not reflect its actual market, that activity would 
constitute a violation of Rule llAcl-1 and the 
issuance of fictitious quotations within the meaning 
of Section 15(cM2l of the Act See Securities 
Exchange Act Release Na 14415 (January 21k 1978) 
43 FR 4342, 4347. 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 

Navigational Aids Proposed for 
Torrance, Calif., Municipal Airport 

Notice is hereby given that the 
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 
will prepare an Environmental Impact 
Statement for the installation of 
navigational aids at Torrance Municipal 
Airport, Torrance. California. The 
proposal consists of three electronic 
aids (glide slope and middle marker for 
runway 29R, and distance measuring 
equipment at the existing localizer), and 
five visual aids (medium intensity 
approach lights with runway alignment 
indicators for runway 29R, visual 
approach slope indicators for runways 
29R, 29L and lit and runway end 
identifiers for runway 29L). 

Two public meetings will be held for 
the purpose of scoping (determining the 
scope of issues to be addressed, and for 
identifying the significant issues related 
to a proposed action) the environmental 
statement. 

The meetings will be held on April 2, 
1980, at the Torrance Recreation Center. 
3341 Torrance Boulevard. Torrance. 
California, at 7:00 p.m., and on April 3, 
198a at the Lomita City Hall. 24300 
Narbonne Avenue, Lomita. California, at 
7:00 p.m. Interested parties may attend 
either meeting or submit comments in 
writing to the address below. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONCERNING 
THE PROPOSED ACTION OR THE 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

contact. Stan Walsh. General 
Engineer. Federal Aviation 
Administration. P.O. Box 92007. World 
Way Postal Center. Los Angeles, CA 
90009. Telephone: 213-538-6420. 

Issued in Los Angeles. California; on March 
8.196a 

W. R. Frehse. 

Acting Director Western Region. 

[FR Doc. 80-0507 Pil'd OiS axnl 

BILLING COOC 4t 10-11-44 


Federal Highway Administration 

Expenditure of Federal-Aid Interstate 
Funds on Completed Sections of the 
Interstate System. 

agency: Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), DOT. 
action: Notice. 

summary: The FHWA issues a 
statement of policy and procedures 
concerning the use of Federal-aid 
Interstate funds for finoncing work on 
completed sections of the Interstate 
Highway System. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT 

Robert Kreklau. Special Procedures 
Branch. Office of Engineering, 202-426- 
0334. or Thomas P. Holian, Office of the 
Chief Counsel. 202-428-0761. Federal 
Highway Administration, 400 Seventh 
Street. SW.. Washington. D.C. 20590. 
Office hours are from 7:45 a.m. to 4:15 
pjn.. ET, Monday through Friday. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A 

statement of FHWA policy and 
procedures concerning the use of 
Federal-aid Interstate funds for 
financing work on completed sections of 
the Interstate Highway System has been 
issued as Volume 6, Chapter 3, Section 

2. Subsection 4. of the Federal-Aid 
Highway Program Manual. The texl of 
this statement is self-explanatory and is 
as follows: 

Expenditure of Federal-Aid Interstate 
Fund on Completed Sections of the 
Interstate System 

1. Purpose. To prescribe Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) policy 
and procedures on the use of Federal- 
aid Interstate (FAJ) funds for financing 
work on completed sections of the 
Interstate System. 

2. Authority, a. 23 U.S.C. 101.103.104. 
and 315. 

b. 49 CFR 1.48. 

c. 23 CFR 1.32. 

3. Applicability. This directive applies 
to all completed sections of the 
Interstate System which were 
designated in accordance with 23 U.S.C 
103. 

4. Policy, a. Historically. FHWA has 
viewed the Interstate program as a 
"one-shot" program with regard to FAI 
funding for construction of any one 
highway section. Except as noted in 
paragraph 4.b. below, it has been and 
remains FHWA policy that highway 
sections constructed initially with FAI 
funds, or highway sections where major 
improvements have been accomplished 
with FAI funds, are not eligible for 
further improvement with FAI funds. 

b. Based on FHWA's understanding of 
the intent of Congress. FHWA policy 
provides that FAI funded projects may 
be approved for the construction of 
specific features on Interstate sections 
previously considered to be completed 
to Interstate standards. Projects to 
provide selective safety improvements, 
priority treatment for high occupancy 
vehicles, traffice operations 
improvements, certain pavement and 
bridge overlays, certain improvements 
relative to social, economic, and 
environmental considerations, etc„ may 
be eligible for FAI funds under 
conditions which are explained in the 
Federal-Aid Highway Program Manual 
and other FHWA directives. 
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5. Federal participation, a. Major 
Upgrading. (1) A number of existing 
routes were accepted into the Interstate 
System on the basis that they met the 
then applicable Interstate standards (not 
additions pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 139). 
Where a section of such an incorporated 
toll free route is clearly found to be 
structurally or geometrically inadequate 
to serve current traffic, and where there 
has been no regular FAI participation in 
major upgrading, FAI funds may 
participate in upgrading the section 
under the concept of initial construction. 

(2) Proposals for such major upgrading 
with FAI funds must be forwarded to the 
Washington Headquarters for approval 
on a case-by-case basis prior to 
authorization of any phase of work. The 
design year for the additional work shall 
be established by special study of the 
project conditions, but not be greater 
than 20 years later than the predicted 
dote of authorization of the 
improvement project. In establishing the 
design year and the minimum standards 
for a project, consideration will be given 
to the cost effectiveness of the project, 
to the traffic service provided on 
adjacent sections, and to the 
environmental consequence and 
economic feasibility of the project 

b. Reconstruction . Upgrading , or 
Expansion. Since the Interstate System 
roadways are. by statute, a part of the 
Federal-aid primary (FAP) system, funds 
that are apportioned for the FAP system 
may be used for reconstructing, 
upgrading, or expanding sections of the 
Interstate System. Projects to provide 
for the rehabilitation, restoration, and 
resurfacing of certain completed 
sections may also be financed with 
Interstate 3R funds. 

Issued on: March 12,1960. 

L P. Lamm, 

Executive Director. 

ift Doc CHM10 Plied 3-1 S4S am| 

BILLING COOC 4*10-22-41 


Federal Railroad Administration 

Signal System Modifications; Public 

Hearing 

agency: Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA) Department of 
Transportation (DOT). 
action: Notice of initiation of safety 


summary: The Railroad Safety Board 
(Board) of the FRA is initiating a special 
safety hearing to obtain information and 
assist In evaluating the need for 
immediate modifications of the signal 
systems currently installed on portions 
of trackage presently owned by the 


Chicago. Rock Island and Pacific 
Railroad (Rock Island) as well as on 
trackage owned by the Chicago. 
Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad 
(Milwaukee). 

dates: The public hearing will begin at 
10 a.m. on March 24.1980. 
adoress: Hearing location. The public 
hearing will be held in Room 838 of the 
Federal Building located at 536 South 
Clark Street, Chicago, Illinois 60605. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Principal Program Person: S. H. Stotts. 
Office of Safety (RRS-22), FRA, Room 
7315,400 Seventh Street SW, 
Washington, DC 20590, phone 202-428- 
0912. Principal Attorney: Lawrence I. 
Wagner. Office of Chief Counsel (RCC- 
30), FRA Room 8209. 400 Seventh Street 
SW. Washington. DC 20590. phone 202- 
428-8836. 

Supplementary information: Pursuant 
to the Signal Inspection Act (49 U.S.C. 
26), FRA has adopted regulations (49 
CFR Part 235) which prescribe the 
requirements and procedures for 
obtaining FRA approval prior to the 
actual discontinuance or material 
modification of a signal or train control 
system. Responsibility for determining 
whether to grant the requested 
approvals has been delegated by the 
Administrator of the FRA to the 
Railroad Safety Board. 

In view of its responsibilities, the 
Railroad Safety Board has been 
reviewing the available information on 
prospective changes in the rail 
operations conducted over signaled 
trackage currently owned by the 
Chicago, Milwaukee. St Paul and Pacific 
Railroad (Milwaukee) as well as that 
owned by the Chicago, Rock Island and 
Pacific Railroad (Rock Island). A 
preliminary assessment of that available 
information indicates that extensive 
changes in rail operations can be 
anticipated snd that these changes may 
include large scale discontinuances of 
existing signal systems as well as 
significant material modifications of 
existing systems. The Railroad Safety 
Board's assessment of the magnitude of 
the potential changes is tentative since 
the facts of this matter are both 
complicated and hard to establish as 
illustrated by the number of railroads 
and other parties who are involved in 
the process of change and by the fact 
that even determination of a precise 
date for when the proposed changes will 
occur has been difficult to establish. 

Given such circumstances, the 
Railroad Safety Board concluded that 
the existing regulatory and procedural 
approach, for obtaining FRA’s approval 
prior to making changes in the signal 
systems on either the Milwaukee or 


Rock Island trackage, would prove to be 
inadequate to meet the demands of this 
unique situation. One simple indication 
of this potential inadequacy is the time 
currently needed to respond to approval 
requests. A railroad typically encounters 
a time lapse of approximately three 
months measuring from the date on 
which approval is requested to the date 
on which the Railroad Safety Board acts 
on that request. In order to avoid the 
potential inadequacies of the existing 
regulatory and procedural approaches, 
the Railroad Safety Board has decided 
to hold a public hearing in Chicago. 
Illinois starting on March 24.1980. at 10 
a.m. The hearing will commence in 
Room 638 of the Federal Building 
located at 538 South Clark Street in 
Chicago, Illinois. 

The Railroad Safety Board's purpose 
In instituting this public hearing is to 
obtain sufficient information concerning 
potential signal safety issues and 
desired modifications or 
discontinuances to enable the Board to 
devise and implement effective 
solutions as soon as possible. 
Consequently, the Railroad Safety Board 
is seeking all available information 
about plans by other railroads for 
operations over currently signalized 
trackage of either the Milwaukee or the 
Rock Island as well as operations at 
interlockings involving either railroad. 
The information being sought by the 
Railroad Safety Board includes any 
available data on any needed authority 
to discontinue or materially modify the 
existing signal system as well as any 
anticipated problems in complying with 
the provisions of Part 236 (49 CFR Part 
236) during initial operations. The 
Railroad Safety Board has requested 
that a number of individual railroads, 
railroad employee organizations and 
other interested parties participate in 
this hearing. 

The hearing will be an informal one 
and will be conducted in accordance 
with the provisions of section 211.25 of 
the Federal Railroad Administration, 
Rules of Practice (49 CFR Part 211). A 
representative designated by the 
Railroad Safety Board will conduct this 
hearing. 

The hearing will not be an adversary 
proceeding and, therefore, there will bo 
no cross-examination of persons 
presenting statements. The 
representative of the Railroad Safety 
Board will make an opening statement 
outlining the scope of the hearing and 
will provide interested persons with an 
opportunity to make statements or 
rebuttal statements. Additional 
procedures, if necessary, for the conduct 
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of the hearing will be announced at the 
start of the hearing. 

This notice is issued under authority 
of Section 25 of the Interstate Commerce 
Act 49 US.C 26; and { 1.49(g) of the 
regulations of the Office of the Secretary 
of Transportation. 49 CFR 1.49(g). 

Issued in Washington. DC on March 18, 
196a 

Joseph W. Walsh. 

Chairman. Railroad Safety Board. 

fra Doc. asans Fifed viMa ass un] 

SILUMQ COOC 4S1O-0S-H 


National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

(Docket No. IP80-2; Notice 1) 

Ford Motor Co.; Receipt of Petition for 
Determination of Inconsequential 
Noncompliance 

Ford Motor Co. of Dearborn, Michigan 
has petitioned to be exempted from the 
notification and remedy requirements of 
the National Traffic and Motor Vehicle 
Safety Act (15 U.S.C. 1381 et seq.) for an 
apparent noncompliance with 49 CFR 
571.120, Motor Vehicle Safety Standard 
No. 120, Tire Selection and Rims for 
Vehicles Other Than Passenger Cars. 
The basis of the petition is that the 
noncompliance is inconsequential as it 
relates to motor vehicle safety. 

This notice of receipt of a petition is 
published under section 157 of the Act 
(15 U.S.C. 1417) and does not represent 
any agency decision or exercise of 
judgment concerning the merits of the 
petition. 

Petitioner is a truck manufacturer, 
dependent upon an outside supplier (the 
Dudd Company) for its wheels. 
Paragraph S5.2 of Standard No. 120 
requires each rim of a truck wheel to be 
marked with five discrete items of 
information. Ford has learned that 
certain 16X6K single piece wheels 
provided by Budd were not marked in 
accordance with S5.2. There are two 
types of nonconformities. In the first the 
16X6K is mistakenly labelled 
"10X16K”. In the second, no information 
has been applied to the rims. The trucks 
potentially affected are the P-250 (all 
1979 models, and all 1980 models built 
before August 28,1979) and F-350 
regular cab and Supercab 4X4 single 
rear wheel models (manufactured 
between March 6.1979, and August 28, 
1979). 

The precise number of noncomplying 
vehicles is not known, though 38,164 
trucks were manufactured with the 
wheels at issue. Ford's own examination 
of 8,300 wheels led it to conclude that 
Z2% of all wheels supplied by Budd 
during the manufacturing period in 


question may have contained one or the 
other nonconformity. As 183,014 wheels 
were supplied, this means that slightly 
over 4,000 wheels may have failed to 
comply, according to Ford's calculation. 

Petitioner argues that the incorrect rim 
size designation has an inconsequential 
relationship to safety because no tire is 
available for installation on a 16 inch 
wide rim, and in the unlikely event one 
were obtained, it could not be 
successfully mounted or inflated on a 6 
inch rim. Both noncompliances are also 
said to be unimportant because the rim 
information would be contained on the 
vehicles other rims (assuming that not 
all were noncompliant) and certification 
label, as well as the operator's manual. 
The other missing information (source of 
rims published nominal dimensions, 

DOT symbol, rim manufacturer's 
designation, manufacture date) in Ford's 
opinion, "is to facilitate NHTSA 
enforcement" and to provide a means of 
certification and not intended to provide 
information relating to rim and size 
matching. 

Interested persons are invited to 
submit written data, views, and 
arguments on the petition of Ford Motor 
Co. described above. Comments should 
refer to the Docket number and be 
submitted to Docket Section, National 
Highway Traffic Safety Administration, 
Room 5108, 400 Seventh Street, S.W„ 
Washington. D.C. 20590. It is requested 
to but not required that five copies be 
submitted. 

All comments received before the 
close of business on the comment 
closing date indicated below will be 
considered. The application and 
supporting materials and all comments 
received after the closing date will also 
be filed and will be considered to the 
extent possible. When the petition is 
granted or denied, notice will be 
published in the Federal Register 
pursuant to the authority indicated 
below. 

Comment closing date: April 21.1900. 

(Sec. 102. Pub. L. 93-492, 88 Slat. 1470 (15 
UJ5.C. 1417); delegations of authority at 49 
CFR 150 and 501.8) 

Issued on March 12,1980. 

Michael M. Flnkalstein, 

Associate Administrator for Rulemaking 

(TP Doc «&-4J0J Filed S4S u»| 

eUJJNQ COOC 


Solicitation for Information on Auto 
Recalls 

The NHTSA is attempting to 
determine whether quarterly publication 
of a compilation of detailed reports of 
safety defect recall campaigns received 
from manufacturers would be a useful 


service to the public. This Notice is a 
solicitation of indications of interest in 
subscribing to such a publication. It 
would be necessary to charge for this 
publication to cover the cost of printing. 
The per copy cost would depend on the 
number of subscribers. It is estimated 
that a single issue would cost $20. if 
there were approximately 400 
subscribers. 

Persons and organizations interested 
in receiving the compilation quarterly 
are requested to indicate how much they 
would be willing to pay per annum for 
the subscription (4 issues). 

Indications of interest should be 
mailed to the: 

Office of Public Affairs and Consumer 
Participation (NOA-40). National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration. Department 
of Transportation. Washington. D.C 20690 

within thirty days of the date of this 
Notice. 

Issued in Washington. D.C on March 12. 
1980. 

loan Clay brook. 

Administrator. 

[FR Doc GO-4310 Fifed >-10-40 044 aa] 

B4LUNO COOC OtO-tO-M 


Research and Special Programs 
Administration 

Materials Transportation Bureau 

Notice of Applications for Exemptions 

agency; Materials Transportation 
Bureau, D.O.T. 

action: List of Applicants for 
Exemptions. 

summary: In accordance with the 
procedures governing the application 
for. and the processing of, exemptions 
from the Department of Transportation’s 
Hazardous Materials Regulations (49 
CFR Part 107, Subpart B), notice is 
hereby given that the Office of 
Hazardous Materials Regulations of the 
Materials Transportation Bureau has 
received the applications described 
herein. 

dates: Comment period closes April 21. 
1980. 

address comments TO: Dockets 
Branch. Information Services Division. 
Materials Transportation Bureau. U.S. 
Department of Transportation, 
Washington, D.C. 20590. 

Comments should refer to the 
application number and be submitted in 
triplicate. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION: Copies of 
the application are available for 
inspection in the Dockets Branch. Room 
8426, Nassif Building, 400 Seventh 
Street, S.W., Washington, D.C 
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Each mode of transportation for which 
a particular exemption is requested is 
indicated by a number in the "Nature of 


Application" portion of the table below 
as follows: 1—Motor vehicle. 2—Rail 


freight. 3—Cargo vessel. 4—Cargo-only 
aircraft. 5-Passenger-carrying aircraft. 


Appkcaliori No 


******* 


OignlilQiyi) •ftocfeMf 


Hah#* of a 


639641. 


6367-N.. 


«3_ 


6374-N- 

6377-N 

.TSUJ Heavy Induttnat Co Ud. Saaabo Oy. 

Nagasaki Prat. Japan 

. Ttoadyn* McComsck. SELPH ho*M ar. CA 


. .. _ Mtopora Cop. Badtont MA .. 

6379-N 

3MCo. Si Paul. MN 


. StwrwavVWkafftt Co. Ctovotand. OH 

SMt-N 

. Mobay Oaivacal Corp. Kansas Cay. MO 


. WaBar feddt A Co. Ire BaflaWto. NJ 

13041 

4*164 M 

—.. OAR Instrument* S Manutaclunng. Inc. TiAsa. OK. 

. Onkrtr Products, tne Borkatoy Maghf* NJ 


MetoAea. too, Wlmtogtori. DE^-. 


173245. 173 346. 173-500 
49 CFR 173.113_ 


49 CFR 173-266 


40 CFR 173 154. 176-231_ 

4»CFRI7ai20<H«i(8)W<E).„ 
40 CFR 177 654(cH2)_ 


40 CFR 173 302, !75JJ„ 


49 CFR 173256 . 


To autoonr* of vanoua hazardous mai to nala in non* 

DOT Spacrfcabon IMCO Typo H Portabto Tank* (Mod** 1. 2. 3) 
To ftJthortzo ihpnwn of datonatmg fur#*. Q*m C #*p*ovw#. 
ua6y packagad « tearboard bo*** man o#> pacfcad 5 par out*)# 
•oodan bo# wih low packsga w^gN of 300 pax«* (Modo* 1.4) 
To Miortz# «fkprrwnl of nine aod (16% concentration <c wafer) m 
DOT Spsoteatton 2€ polyatoyian* content** not over 1 paAon ca¬ 
pacity owrpacfctd « DOT Spaoftcalion 128 tearboard boua oon 
tamng net mora than kw on# gaion contamara CModaa 1. ?. 4) 
To #u0crv» ahpmont of a flammabi# to*d. no a. <n aiaai ponabfe 
lr*» avnaar to DOT Sp#c*ftc*aona 57 aaoapl lor carter bottom 
ou6ot and aatafy ra*#f dvwca vanaiora (Uoda 1) 

To autftore# ahavnam of a ccmprataad gaa. no t. aa an ORM-O. 
pac k apad in a DOT Spaoftcabon 20 contenar wfach w* not b# an 
poa#o to to* raguvad I30 r F. w#i«r batft (Mod# 13 
To auftortr# ua* of a OOT Spaokcafton 44P bag aa an over pack lor 
to* contervntni of and eaten shpmwnt of DOT 440 package* of 
carta« data B powonou* aoadt damagad n aanait (Mod# I .) 

To autooru* ahpmara of no n Oa mm adto and nonfcquaftad gat to a 
non OOT apacAcaton tUmini ataef aatdad cytndar (Modac 1. 2. 
3.4.1) 

To authorua arnpmant of cruda 04 ctoatad aa a ftammaota Igjrf, at 
non DOT apacthcafcon i ten l*— aia# cyindara (Mod# 4) 

To authorua ahymant of a cf ar rg compound oon f wtQ Nydroteonc 
i at DOT fip a n k r aaon 57 portable tana* with « pofyadv 


JL J Maugat Co. Burbank. CA 


FMC Coqk. PhUfittph*. PA 


46 CFR 173.63(1X10).. 


49 CFR 172101. 172.400. 
172-504 

49 CFR 173266_ 


14 

To authort** ahpmant of a propa Ba n t aaptoaiv* (*okd) das* B in a 
DOT Spacrfcakon 21C-400 tear drum «#h a net wwght of 256 
pound* (Mod# 1.) 

To atAhonza ahtpmant of organic paroada compound mudura. kguil 
daw B pewon paefcagw oompfymg wtth 173 3S60bK11) aacepfed 
irdtng ragaramanta fUoda* t.) 


To author*# ahprrwnt of hyrodgan paroood* m DOT SpocAcakon 
MC-312 cargo tanka constructed of type 316 afatdaaa stoat (Mod# 
3) 

aw Norton M a n u f a ct u rin g Co. Inc,. Oakland CA. 49 CFR Part 173 Subpart Oaod To manulacte*. mark and aai a 6 gaflon open head pofyatoyten# 

F. con tamo; comparable to a DOT Spao*cat>on 35 kx arirpmont of 

►kaada (Mod** 1.2.3) 


This notice of receipt of applications for new exemptions is published in accordance with Section 107 of the Hazardous 
Materials Transportation Act (49 CFR U.S.C. 1806; 49 CFR 1.53(e)). 

Issued Qt Washington. D.C. on March 11.1980. 

J. R. Grolhe. 

Chief, Exemptions Branch, Office of Hazardous Materials Regulations. Materials Transportation Bureau. 

IFR Doc ag-aj|1 FUad 3-19-40 A41 am) 

HUM COOC 4619-60-M 


Applications for Renewal or 
Modification of Exemptions or 
Applications To Become a Party to an 
Exemption 

agency: Materials Transportation 

Bureau. D.O.T. 

action: List of Applications for Renewal 
or Modification of Exemptions or 
Application to Become a Party to an 
Exemption 

summary: In accordance with the 
procedures governing the application 
for, and the processing of. exemptions 
from the Department of Transportation's 
Hazardous Materials Regulations (49 
CFR Part 107, Subpart Bh notice is 
hereby given that the Office of 
I lazardous Materials Regulation of the 


Materials Transportation Bureau has 
received the applications described 
herein. This notice is abbreviated to 
expedite docketing and public notice. 
Because the sections affected, modes of 
transportation, and the nature of 
application have been shown in earlier 
Federal Register publications, they are 
not repeated here. Except as otherwise 
noted, renewal applications are for 
extension of the exemption terms only. 
Where changes are requested (e.g. to 
provide for additional hazardous 
materials, packaging design changes, 
additional mode of transportation, etc) 
they are described in footnotes to the 
application number. Application 
numbers with the suffix "X" denote 
renewal; application numbers with the 
suffix "F* denote party to. These 


applications have been separated from 
the new applications for exemptions to 
facilitate processing. 

dates: Comment period closes April 4. 
1980. 

ADDRESS COMMENTS TO: Dockets 
Branch. Information Services Division. 
Materials Transportation Bureau, U.S. 
Department of Transportation, 
Washington. D.C. 20590. 

Comments should refer to the 
application number and be submitted in 
triplicate. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION: 

Copies of the applications are available 
for inspection in the Dockets Branch, 
Room 8428, Nassif Building. 400 7th 
Street, S.W., Washington. D.C, 
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feptoson 

No Applicant 

Renewal of 
easmpoona 

2001-X 

Mercedes Inc. Wammgtorv DE_ 

2961 

3540-X 

Department ol Energy, Weahmglorv 
DC 

3549 

3902-X 

Union CafMt Corp, Bound Brook, 
NJ 

3992 

3992-X 

Stauffer Chemical Co. Westport, 

CT 

3992 

4100-X 

Liguid Air Corp. Chicago. H'_ 

410$ 

4291-X 

Paoac Engn*kinfl A Production 

1**- ^4 —a. 1-a-- 4114 

w, Oi NfVIOi, nOrwsOfi, NY, 

4291 

4390-X 

Unton Cartade Carp. Tmylown, 

NY* 

4399 

4453-X 

Monsanto Co. Si Louw, MO _ 

4453 

4453-X 

Maynes Eiptount Co, Lm'i 
S ummit, 440 

4453 

446G-X 

Ethyl Corp-. Baton Rouge, LA - 

4460 

4554-X 

BE Goodrich Ca. OMbnd, OH—. 

4554 

4700-X 

Smrth A Wtuon/Cfewni Ordnance 
Equipment Ca. Pittsburgh. PA. 

4790 

5122-X 

E.L Dupont do Nemour* A Ca. 
Wtmmgton, DE 

5122 

5200-X 

E l Dupont (to Nemocr* A Co. 
Wtminglorv DC*. 

5200 

5249-X 

totemsfronel Uwrili A Chemical 
Corporator*. AAarlown. PA. 

5243 

5372-X 

Stauffer Qwracai Co. Westport. 

CT 

5372 

5736-X 

PMkpe Petroleum Co . BanfetWto. 
OK 

5736 

5749-X 

E 1. CXporl <fe femouri A Co , 
vvvrnrvQion, lrl 

574S 

5046-X 

Departmant ol Enavgy, Waafwigtorv 
DC 

5946 

5951-X 

Aahfefto Chorfecai Co , Oub«a OH « 

5961 

5072-X 

E 1 export da Namoura A Co, 
WXnangtorv DE. 

5972 

6113-X 

Nodhmt feknl Gas Ca. Satom. 
OR 

6113 

6113-X 

UtAty Propans Co . Ekzatwth, NJ — 

6113 

0113-X 

Pfetodotphia Gaa WotRa. 

Pfefedatphia. PA. 

6113 

6122-X 

Permit Corp. Buhato. NY*_ 

6122 

6197-X 

Haw Jersey Natural Get Cou. 

Astxay Park. HI 

6107 

622S-X 

Great Lakea Chemcat Corporaioa 

El Dorado. AR 

6225 

6325-X 

E-1 Dupont <to Nemours A Ca. 
tofetsngioa 0C*. 

6325 

6397-X 

Pennwelt Corp. PhAxtotolSa. PA_ 

6397 

6397-X 

AAed Chamcet Co. Mormtown. NJ 

6397 

6560-X 

Robaruhee Controls Co., Anahosn. 
CA 

6569 

6614-X 

A» Pwe Chemical Co. too. Tracy. 
CA 

6614 

6614-X 

Mass Chemcaia. Inc, Saugus, CA,. 

6614 

6637-X 

Adiranced Chamcal Tschnotogy. 

Oy of Induslry. CA 

6637 

S704-X 

Dost Chsmtoal Co, lAdfend, Mi_ 

6704 

6755-X 

linooto Wsidng Supply Co. 

Unooto. NE_ 

6755 

6767-X 

Advanced Chomcai Tschnotogy, 

City of Industry, CA 

6767 

6625-X 

Lee Equpmsnt Co. Lfr armors. CA . 

6625 

6626-X 

Boyfe4Adeey Ovuwon ol the 
• Amsncan Homs Products Corp. 
Haw York. NY. 

6626 

6661 -X 

Tsiadyne MoConvscA SstpA 

Hotfetor. CA* 

6661 

6695-X 

Wesanghouae Electric Corp, 
Btoomflsld. NJ. 

6695 

6696-X 

Ashland Chemcal Co, Dublin. OH_ 

6696 

6919-X 

Minnesota Gas Co. Mwneapoks. 

MN 

6919 

6921-X 

Ckiss Service Co. Tulsa, OK_ 

6921 

6965-X 

LfejpBrUTfems of energy, wMnogson, 

DC 

6966 

7015-X 

Obos Service Ca. TtAae, OK__ 

7015 

7023-X 

Ashland Ohenscaf Co. Oubin. OH. 

ran 

7G24-X 

Burtngton tnduatnaa too. 

Buangton. NC 

7024 

7436-X 

Etoyl Corp, Baton Rouge. LA 

7436 

7455-X 

E l Dupont (to Memoirs A Co. 
WUmtogton, 0€*. 

7455 

7607-X 

E. L Djpool ds Nemours A Ca. 
WXmrrgiorv OC. 

7607 

7621-X 

Greet Lakes Oenscai Corporaboa 

El Dorado. AR 

7621 

7633-X 

Sea Contamera, Inc. New York. NY 

7633 

7636-X 

Mnneaou VaSey Enpnoehng, New 
Prague, MN 

7636 

764 T-X 

Amsncan Prestoanl Unas. LtiL 
Seems. WA 

7641 

7654-X 

Feher ScwnOAc Ca. Fair lawn. NJ . 

7654 


76S4-X 

Tessa Eastman Ca, Longvww, TX . 

7654 

7671-X 

See Containers. Inc.. New York. NY 

7671 

7674-X 

Oepenmanl of the Army, 

Washington. DC 

7674 

7720-X 

Wleie Osmond A Ca. Sen 
Francisco, CA 

7720 

7767-X 

tTformjHC KfiM»C*V re . 

CA 

7767 

7709-X 

Bnjneaick Corp, Unooto, ME •- 

7766 

7770-X 

Ugrw Kuhimann of Amarca. Inc, 
Paramgs, NJ. 

7770 

7772-X 

Ugna Kitolmann of Amartoe. toCL 
Paremus, NJ 

7772 

7774-X 

Weatherford/PMC. Inc. Houston. 

TX* 

7774 

7019-X 

Alaska Hydro-Train Corp. Seattle, 

WA 

7019 

7972-X 

E-1 Ckjpont de Nemours A Ca. 
WtfcTMngion, OE. 

7972 

7996-X 

Dow Chsmicsl Ca. Mdvxl Ml _ 

7996 

6136-X 

Eastman Kodak Ca. Rochester, 

NY**. 

•136 

6192-X 

Graft Bros- Corp , Union, NJ 11 _ 

6192 

6214-X 

Ttvokoi Corp. Bngham City. UT u _ 

6214 

0254-X 

Applied Environments Corp.. Van 

Nuye, CA** 

0254 

4760-P 

Aa Products and Chemtoalk too. 
Allentown. PA 

4760 

5604-P 

A.* ^-a. , j, rfeiaewtefe Ue 

Rs rTOOWm tno Lfl6nVCM, re., 
AJtentown, PA 

5604 

5465-P 

Aa Products and Chemicafk too, 
ASentown. PA 

5465 

5736-P 

Northern Petrochemtoaf Co.. Dea 

Pianos, IL 

5736 

6626-P 

Southern AghaAkraf tnaoctodes. 

■C, riinwnOv r\. 

6526 

6614-P 

Chem-Bnght fotfostnae, tot. West 
BtoomfwidL Mt 

6614 

6614-P 

Ofeen Cherracaf Ca. Lot Angeles. 

CA 

6614 

6765-P 

Kansas Reflnad Helum Co. Oat. 

KS 

6765 

7005-P 

Sea Containers Pacific UrnMed. 

CenlraL Hong Kong 

7005 

701S-P 

AS Products and CTtomicala, too. 

AiemowrvPA 

7015 

7605-P 

Department of the Army. 

TV a VwiyxDn. lAa. 

7605 

7835-P 

Union Carbide Corp. Tarrytoem, 

NY" 

7835 

01S4-P 

-^-* a a_- k- a -■ — » 

iwnowrei Mrem a Lnfrrvcii 

CorporaUon, AXenSown. PA 

•164 

6246-P 

Monsanto Reaeerch Corp. 
tAemwburg OK 

0246 

S253-P 

Queen CHy Barrel Co. Ctoctonai. 

OH. 

6253 

6374-P 

Sea Containers AtlenOc bmeed, 
Hanrdtorv. Bermuda 

•374 


•To renew and to euthorae new c o near u cion oI aluminum 
tanka and datoto tank hoidng tone reguvement and o r >a way 
travel tone reguvemenSe 

'To proAto lor i qu eh ed etoytone and etoane at eddttonM 

»To renew and oonaofcfcto OOT E-3100 wdh 5200 autho- 
nang tha eNpmem of venous IWnmabto A non-kammatee 
compr ess ed gates A refrigerants in OOT SoaoAcatton 
105A400W and 114A34CW tank car tto*a 

•To audioroe an adOaonal atyta flberboerd boa 960 pound 
mgtam doubto-taced. Oku wtm M overlapping bonom 
ouiar ftapa lor ahtpraartt oi organic paoudai 

•To renew and to add Waatmg agents. no a at an audio*- 
Bad commodity 

•To renew and to autoortre a martnum nat mgN ol Vto 
drum to 215 pounds. 

’Request amandmanl autoortztog 12.000 btortnq cap* to 
toe stowage ix*t request autoonxafton tor thraa E£ Type 
tork- f ona to r each d eck; ra guaat automaton to uaa retro 
carbon nor ala aa proper aNpptog name. 

• R equee l mooncaeon of burst praaau r a requirement* and 
add carbon aoade. rvaogan or hake* to paragraph 3 and 4 

•To authoroe ral N^i and cargo-only airoraff aa addborv 
•* modaa ol iranaporlaaon and to autoortia peckagng sat cyl 
todar* of bromins trdbonde par boa malaad ol ona 

“To authome sNpmont ol aodtom hypochtonto aotobon aa 
a dJaur ia l oommodrty 

"To authoroe rafl laght and cargo vessel aa an adfiond 
moda ol danaportshon. 

**To tutorize cargo veeesl aa an addtoml moda and to 
provide lor uaa of a towrboard boa aa adtAB o nal peckagng 

"Raguaat change to sphere bund pressure requirement. 

"Raguaat party tfalua and to authoroe an additional Polar 
daaign to paragrapn 6(0. 

This notice of receipt of applications 
for renewal of exemptions and for party 
to an exemption is published in 


accordance with Section 107 of the 
Hazardous Materials Transportation 
Act (49 CFR U.S.C. 1806; 49 CFR l,53(e)). 

Issued in Washington. D.C, on March 11, 
I960. 

|. R. Grothe, 

Chief, Exemptions Branch. Office of 
Hazardous Materials Regulation. Materials 
Transportation Bureau. 

(FR Doc ao-sm r<w vi9-no ass am| 

BILL1HQ COOK 4910-40-41 


COUNCIL ON WAGE AND PRICE 
STABILITY 

Price Advisory Committee; Meeting 

Authority of Committee: The Price 
Advisory Committee was established by 
the Council on Wage and Price Stability 
pursuant to Executive Order 12161 (44 
FR 56663). 

Time and Place of Meeting: The Price 
Advisory Committee will meet on March 
26.1980, at 10:00 a.m. The meeting will 
take place in Room 2008 of the New 
Executive Office Building. 726 Jackson 
Place, N.W.. Washington. D.C. 20506. 
More advance notice of this meeting 
was not possible because the second 
program year pay standard was 
accepted by the Council on March 13, 
I960; however, additional notice of this 
meeting is being given through a Council 
release to the general and trade press. 

Purpose of the Meeting: The purpose 
of the meeting will be to consider the 
relationship between the existing price 
standard and the newly promulgated 
pay standard for the second program 
year. 

Public Participation: The meeting of 
the Price Advisory Committee will be 
open to the public. Public attendance 
will, however, be limited by available 
space; persons will be seated on a first- 
come, first-served basis. Persons 
attending the meeting will not be 
permitted to speak or participate in the 
Committee's deliberations. Interested 
persons will be permited to file written 
statements with the Committee by mail 
or personal delivery to the Office of 
General Counsel, Council on Wage and 
Price Stability. 60017th Street, N.W- 
Washington. D.C. 20506. 

Additional Information: For additional 
information, please telephone the Office 
of Public Affairs at (202) 456-6756. 

Dated: March 17.1980. 

Sally Katzen, 

Advisory Committee Management Officer . 

(FR Doc «VM06 Fifed Vlfl- 40 ; &4A an) 

BILLING COOC 3175-01-44 
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Sunshine Act Meetings 


Federal Register 
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains notices of meetings published 
under the "Government in the Sunshine 
Act" (Pub. L 94-409) 5 U S.C. 

5S2b(e)(3). 
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Environmental Quality Counci).. 3 
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Federal Mine Safety and Heatth 

Review Commission_.__ 11.12 

International Trade Commission_.. 13 

Interstate Commerce Commission_ 14 

National Transportation Safety Board.. 15. 16 
Securities and Exchange Commission. 17 

Uniformed Services University of the 
Health Sciences_ 20 


1 

COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 
COMMISSION. 

TIME AND DATE: 11:30 a.m., March 25, 
I960. 

place: 2033 K Street N\V„ Washington, 
D.Cm 5th floor hearing room. 
status: Closed. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

F.nforcemcnt Matter— offer of settlement 
Third Quarter Budget Categories. Plans, 
Programs, and Priorities. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 

information: Jane Stuckey, 254-6314. 

|S-fl55-eO Fil«J >-17-80 4J0 pm) 

Billing COOC USl-OMi 


2 

COMMODITY FUTURES TRAOING 
COMMISSION. 

TIME ANO date: 10 a.m., March 25.1060. 
place: 2033 K Street, NW., Washington, 
D.C., 5th floor hearing room. 
status: Open. 

matters to be considered: 

Study of Comex Switch Session/Staff 
recommendation for Commission 
consideration. 

Delegation of registration approval 
authority to the Director of Trading and 
Markets. 

Status Report on Kansas City Board of 
Trade Stock Index Futures Contract 
application for designation. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
information: Jane Stuckey. 254-6314. 

pit Doc. S-SM-SO Filed 3-17-80 4 50 ptn| 

BILLING COOC SM14M4S 


3 

March 17.1900. 

COUNCIL ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY. 
TIME ANO DATE: 11:30 a.m., Thursday. 
March 27.1960. 

place: Conference Room. 722 Jackson 
Place NW., Washington, D.C. 20006. 
status: Open. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

1. Old Business. 

2. Status of Study on Commercial Fisheries 
in U.S. Conservation Zone. 

3. Briefing on Statua of Agencies’ NEPA 
Procedures. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 

informatk>n: John F. Shea III {202) 395- 
4616. 

(S-SSV-SO Filed 3-17-80 409 pm) 

BILLING COOC 3I2S-01-M 


4 

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
"Government in the Sunshine Act” (5 
U.S.C. 552b). notice is hereby given that 
at 5:30 p.m. on Friday, March 14,1980, 
the Board of Directors of the Federal 
Deposit Insurance Corporation met in 
closed session, by telephone conference 
call, to consider a memorandum and 
resolution regarding the suspension of 
trading in the securities of Farmers Bank 
of the State of Delaware. Dover, 
Delaware. 

In calling the meeting, the Board 
determined, on motion of Chairman 
Irvine H. Sprague, seconded by Director 
William M. Isaac (Appointive), 
concurred in by Mr. Lewis G. Odom. Jr., 
acting in the place and stead of Director 
John G. Heimann (Comptroller of the 
Currency), the Corporation business 
required its consideration of the matter 
on less than seven days' notice to the 
public, that no earlier notice of the 
meeting was practicable; that the public 
interest did not require consideration of 
the matter in a meeting open to public 
observation; and that the matter could 
be considered in a closed meeting by 
authority of subsection (c)[9)(A)(i) of the 
"Government in the Sunshine Act” (5 
U.S.C. 552b(c)(9)(A)(i)). 


Dated: March 17,1960. 

Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation. 
I toy la L Robinson, 

Executive Secretary. 

(FR Doc S->58-80 Filed >-lS-80t 11 1! arc] 

BILLING COOC C714-0MI 


5 

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

Pursuant to the provisions of 
subsection (e)(2) of the "Government In 
the Sunshine Act" (5 U.S.C. 552b(e)(2)), 
notice is hereby given that at its closed 
meeting held at 230 p.m. on Monday. 
March 17.1960. the Corporation's Board 
of Directors determined, on motion of 
Chairman Irvine H. Sprague, seconded 
by Director William M. Isaac 
(Appointive), concurred in by Mr. Lewis 
G. Odom. Jr, acting in the place and 
stead of Director John G. Heimann 
(Comptroller of the Currency), that 
Corporation business required the 
withdrawal from the agenda for 
consideration at the meeting, on less 
than seven days' notice to the public, of 
a recommendation regarding the 
liquidation of assets acquired by the 
Corporation from American Bank & 
Trust Company, New York, New York. 

The Board further determined, by that 
same majority vote, that Corporation 
business required the addition to the 
agenda for consideration at the meeting, 
on less than seven days* notice to the 
public, of the following matter 

Application of General Bank of Commerce, 
a proposed new bank, to be located at 649 
North Broadway. Los Angeles, California, for 
Federal deposit insurance. 

The Board further determined, by that 
same majority vote, that no earlier 
notice of these changes in the subject 
matter of the meeting was practicable: 
that the public interest did not require 
consideration of the matter added to the 
agenda in a meeting open to public 
observation: and that the matter added 
to the agenda could be considered in a 
closed meeting by authority of 
subsections (c)(6) and (c)(6) of the 
"Government in the Sunshine Act" (5 
U.S.C. 552b(c)(6) and (c)(8)). 

Dated; March 17. I960. 
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Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation. 
Hoyle L Robinson, 

Executive Secretary. 

[S-W-OO FiUd 3-16-60 tt.il am] 

BILLING COOt S714-01-* 


6 

FEOERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

Change in Subject Matter of Agency 
Meeting. 

Pursuant to the provisions of 
subsection (e)(2) of the “Government in 
the Sunshine Act" (5 U.S.C. 552b(e)(2)), 
notice is hereby given that at its open 
meeting held at 2.-00 p.m. on Monday. 
March 17.1900, the Corporation** Board 
of Directors determined on motion of 
Chairman Irvine H. Sprague, seconded 
by Director William M. Isaac 
(Appointive), concurred in by Mr. Lewis 
G. Odom. )r.. acting in the place and 
stead of Director John G. Heimann 
(Comptroller of the Currency), that 
Corporation business required the 
addition to the agenda for consideration 
at the meeting, on less than seven days' 
notice to the public, of a memorandum 
and resolution amending sections 329.1 
and 329.6 of Part 329 of the 
Corporation's rules and regulations 
entitled “Interest on Deposits." 

The Board further determined, by the 
same majority vote, that no earlier 
notice of this change in the subject 
matter of the meeting was practicable. 

Dated: March 17. I960. 

Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation. 

Hoyla L Robinson, 

Executive Secretary. 

{S-MO-OD Fill'd 3-1 not mi am) 

BILUNG COOt 6714-01-41 


7 

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
“Government in the Sunshine Act" (5 
U.S.C 552b). notice is hereby given that 
the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation's Board of Directors will 
meet in open session at 2.00 p.m. on 
Monday. March 24.1980, to consider the 
following matters: 

Disposition of minutes of previous 
meetings. 

Memorandum and Resolution re: 
Semiannual Agenda of Regulations for 
March. 

Reports of committees and officers: 

Minutes of the actions approved by the 
Committee on Liquidations. Loans and 
Purchases of Assets pursuant to authority 
delegated by the Board of Directors. 

Reports of the Director of the Division of 
Bank Supervision with respect to applications 


or requests approved by him and the various 
Regional Directors pursuant to authority 
delegated by the Board of Directors. 

Report of the Controller on the termination 
of the liquidation of First National Bank of 
Eldora, Eld ora. Iowa. 

The meeting will be held in the Board 
Room on the sixth floor of the FDIC 
Building located at 550—17th Street, 
N.W.. Washington. D.C. 

Requests for information concerning 
the meeting may be directed to Mr. 
Hoyle L Robinson. Executive Secretary 
of the Corporation, at (202) 309-4425. 

Dated: March 17,1960. 

Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation. 
Hoyle L Robinson, 

Executive Secretary. 

)$- 5 <nao nud s-nwwt mi «mj 
BILLING COOC 6714-01-N 


8 

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
“Government in the Sunshine Act" (5 
U.S.C. 552b). notice is hereby given that 
at 2:30 p.m. on Monday. March 24,1980, 
the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation's Board of Directors will 
meet in closed session, by vote of the 
Board of Directors pursuant to sections 
552b (c)(2), (c)(8). (c)(8), and (c)(9)(A)(ii) 
of Title 5, United States Code, to 
consider the following matters: 

Applications for Federal deposit insurance 
(proposed new banks): 

First Citizens Bank, a proposed new bank, 
to be located at the northwest comer of the 
intersection of Third Streeet and LeGrande 
Avenue, Luveme, Alabama, for Federal 
deposit insurance. 

Peoples State Bank, a proposed new bank, 
to be located at 6806 Abrams Rood, Dallas, 
Texas, for Federal deposit insurance. 

Application for Federal deposit insurance 
(operating noninsured mutual savings bank): 
Lynn Five Cents Savings Bank, Lynn. 
Massachusetts. 

Legal Division memorandum in connection 
with an appeal from an initial partial denial 
of a request for records under the Freedom of 
Information Act. 

Recommendations with respect to the 
initiation or termination of cease-and-desist 
proceedings. termination-of-tnsurance 
proceedings, or suspension or removal 
proceedings against certain insured banks or 
officers or directors thereof: 

Names of persons and names and locations 
of banks authorized to be exempt from 
disclosure pursuant to the provisions of 
subsections (c)(0), (c)(8), and (c)(»)(A)(ii) of 
the “Government in the Sunshine Act" (5 
U.S.G 552b (c)(8). (c)(8). and (c)(9)(A)(ii)), 

Personnel actions regarding appointments, 
promotions, administrative pay increases, 
reassignments, retirements, separations, 
removals, etc.: 

Names of employees authorized to be 
exempt from disclosure pursuant to the 


provisions of subsections (c)(2) and (c)(8) of 
the '‘Government in the Sunshine Act" (5 
U.S.C 552b (c)(2) and (c)(0)). 

The meeting will be held in the Board 
Room on the sixth floor of the FDIC 
Building located at 55017th Street, N.W „ 
Washington. D.C 

Requests for information concerning 
the meeting may be directed to Mr. 
Hoyle L Robinson. Executive Secretary 
of the Corporation, at (202) 389-4425. 

Dated: March 17. 196a 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation. 

Hoyle L. Robinson, 

Executive Secretary. 

15-662-60 Fifed 3-16-601141 «n] 

BILLING COOt 6714-01-N 


9 

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY 
COMMISSION. 

“FEDERAL REGISTER" CITATION OF 
PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: 45 FR 17111. 
March 17.1980. 

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME ANO DATE 
OF MEETING: 10 a.m.. March 19,1980. 

CHANGE IN THE MEETING: The following 
items have been added: 

item No., Docket No., and Company 
P-1, Project No. 2114. et aL, Public Utility 
District No. 2 of Grant County. 
Washington, et al. 

M-2. RM79-35. Exemptions of Small Conduit 
Hydroelectric Facilities from Part 1 of the 
Federal Power Act. 

M-9. RM80-10. Phase U Incremental Pricing 
Program. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(5-303-00 Filed 3-1 (MMX 11 33 mb] 

BILLING COOt 64SO-6S-M 


10 

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARO. 

“FEOERAL REGISTER" CITATION OF 
PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: Vol. 44, FR 
Page 17112, March 17.1980. 

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME ANO DATE 
OF MEETING: 9:30 a.m., March 20.1980. 

PLACE: 1700 G Street NW.. Sixth Floor. 
Washington. D.C. 

STATUS: Open meeting. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Mr. Marshall (202-377- 
6677). 

CHANGES IN THE MEETING: The following 
item has been withdrawn from the 
agenda for the open meeting: Regulation 
on Monitoring Fair Lending Practices. 
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Announcement is being made at the 
earliest practicable time. 

No. 32a March ia 198a 

|S-4«*-« FlWd y 1S-SO. 110 pm) 

BttJJNO COO£ 6720-01-11 


11 

FEDERAL MINE SAFETY AND HEALTH 
REVIEW COMMISSION. 

March 14,1980. 

time and date; 10 a.m., Friday, March 

21,1980. 

place: Room 600,1730 K Street NW.. 
Washington. D.C. 

STATUS: Open. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: The 

Commission will consider and act upon 
the following: 

1. Sewell Coal Company. Docket No. 
HOPE 78-744-P (Petition for 
Discretionary Review; issues include 
impossibility of performance defense to 
violations of safety standards). 
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Jean Ellen. 202-853-5632. 

|S~»7-aD FU#d J-lft-Btt mi mm\ 

BILLING COOC M20-U-66 


12 

FEDERAL MINE SAFETY AND HEALTH 
REVIEW COMMISSION. 

March 14.1960. 

The meeting originally scheduled for 
March 21,1980. will be held on March 

18.1980. 

time ano date: 10 a.m.. Tuesday. March 

18.1980. 

place: Room 600,1730 K Street NW.. 
Washington, D.C 
status: Open. 

matters to be considered: In addition 
to the previously announced matters, the 
Commission will also consider and act 

upon: 

3, Sewell Coal Company, Docket No. 
HOPE 78-744-P [Petition for 
Discretionary Review; issues include 
impossibility of performance defense to 
violations of safety standards.) 

It was determined by a unanimous 
vote of Commissioners that Commission 
business required that this item be 
included in the meeting and that no 
earlier announcement was possible. 
contact person for more 
information: Jean Ellen. 202-653-5632. 

IM66-J0 Filed y\y4K rifl pm) 

■W-UNO COOC M20-12-M 


13 

international trade commission. 

Executive Resources Board (ERB). 


"FEDERAL REGISTER" CITATION OF 
PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT. 45 FR 16665, 
March 14.1980. 

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME AND DATE 
OF THE MEETING: 10 a.m.. Monday. 

March 24.1980. 

CHANGES IN the MEETING: By recorded 
vote, taken on March 17,1980, 
Commissioners Alberger, Moore, and 
Stem, as members of the Executive 
Resources Board (ERB). determined that 
Commission business requires the 
rescheduling of the meeting of March 24, 
1980. to 2 p.m.. on Tuesday. March 25, 
1980. and affirmed that no earlier 
announcement of the change in schedule 
was possible and directed the issuance 
of this notice at the earliest practicable 
time. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 

information: Kenneth R. Mason, 
Secretary, (202) 523-0161. 

(s-au-ao Filed s-ir-sa «i# pm) 

MLUMQ COOC 7020-02-61 


14 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 
time ANO DATE: 9:30 a.m., Tuesday, 
March 25,1980. 

PLACE: Hearing Room A. Interstate 
Commerce Commission Building. 12th 
and Constitution Ave NW., Washington. 
D.C 20423. 

status; Open special conference. 

MATTER TO BE DISCUSSED: Fuel 
surcharge. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 

information: Douglas Baldwin. 
Director. Office of Communications, 
telephone: (202) 275-7252. 

(S-SS4-S0 Filed S-1S-0& UJ&9 pm] 

BILLING COOC 703S-01-N 
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NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY 
BOARO. 

time and date: 9 a.m., Friday, March 28, 
1980. (NM-60-13) 

PLACE: NTSB Board Room. National 
Transportation Safety Board. 800 
Independence Avenue, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20594. 
status: Open. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

1. Safety Effectiveness Evaluation of 
NHTSA’s Rulemaking Process: Volume 4— 
Analysis, Conclusions, and 
Recommendations. 

2. Recommendation to the Federal Aviation 
Administration re upper age Umit for pilots in 
Part 135 operations. 

3. Aircraft Accident Report Puerto Rico 
International Airlines. Inc., deHavilland 
Heron. DH-114. N575PR. Alexander Hamilton 
Airport. Christiansted, St. Croix. Virgin 
Islands. July 24.1979. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
information: Sharon Flemming, 202- 
472-6022. 

March 17.1980. 

(8-444-SO Filed J-17-80 3 2D pm) 

BILLING COOC 4® 10-54-61 


16 

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY 
BOARD. 

TIME AND date: 10 a.m.. Monday, March 

31.1980. (NM-60-14). 
place: NTSB Board Room. National 
Transportation Safety Board, 800 
Independence Avenue. SW. # 
Washington, D.C. 20594. 
status: Closed under exemption 2 of 
the Government in the Sunshine Act 
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

1. Discussion of internal procedures for 
calendaring of adjudications in air safety 
proceedings. 

2. Discussion of Board workload. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Sharon Flemming. 202- 
472-6022. 

March 17.1980. 

Filed S>17-Mt 120 pm| 

BILLING COOC 4914-S4-6I 
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SECURITIES ANO EXCHANGE COMMISSION. 
status: Closed meeting. 

OATE ANO time: March 13.1980.10 a.m., 
March 14.1980,11:30 a.m., March 19, 
1980, 3:30 p.m. 

place: Room 825. 500 North Capitol 
Street. Washington. D.C 

The following additional item was 
considered at a closed meeting held on 
Thursday. March 13,1980, at 10 a.m.: 

Access to investigative files by Federal. 
State, or Self Regulatory Authorities. 

The following Item was considered at 
a closed meeting held on Friday, March 

14,1980. at 11:30 a.m.: 

Regulatory matter regarding financial 
institutions. 

The following item will be considered 
at an open meeting scheduled for 
Wednesday, March 19.1980, at 3:30 p.m.: 

Consideration of whether to issue a notice 
of the filing of an application by Beneficial 
National life Insurance Company, the 
Dreyfus Rainbow Annuity Variable Account 
A (the "Separate Account"), Dreyfus Liquid 
Assets, Inc., and Dreyfus A Bonds Plus, Inc. 
(collectively referred to as "Applicants") for 
an order of the Commission pursuant to 
Section 6(c) of the Investment Company Act 
of 1940 (the "Act") exempting Applicants 
from Sections 28(a)(2)(C) and 27(c)(2) of the 
Act to permit the Separate Account indirectly 
to bear distribution expenses, and granting 
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other exemptive relief. For further 
information, please contact Mary A. Cola at 
(202) 272-2057. 

The following items will be 
considered at a closed meeting 
scheduled for Wednesday. March 19. 
I960, immediately following the 3:30 p.m. 
open meeting: 

Freedom of Information Act appeals. 

Formal order of investigation. 

Settlement of Injunctive action. 

The General Counsel of the 
Commission, or his designee, has 
certified that, in his opinion, the items to 
be considered at the closed meetings 
may be considered pursuant to one or 
more of the exemptions set forth in 5 
U.S.C. 552b(c)(4)(8)(9)(A) and (10) and 17 
CFR 20Q.402(a)(8)(9)(i) and (10). 

Commissioners Loomis. Evans, and 
Pollack determined to hold the aforesaid 
meetings in closed session. 

At times changes in commission 
priorities require alterations in the 
scheduling of meeting items. For further 
information and to ascertain what, if 
any. matters have been added, deleted, 
or postponed, please contact: George 
Yearsich at (202) 272-217a 

March 17. I960. 

!S-4C7~ao Fifed 3-18-40 3 43 poa| 

BILLING CODE 6010-01-* 
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COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 
COMMISSION. 

“FEDERAL REGISTER** CITATION OF 
PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: To be 

published March 19.1980. 

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME AND DATE 
OF THE MEETING: 11:45 a m.. Friday. 
March 21.1980. 

CHANGES IN the MEETING: The time of 
the meetings have been changed to 10:00 
a.m. for the fudicial Matter and 11:30 
a.m. for the Enforcement Matter. 

Add: 10:30 a.m. for legislative matters. 

js-daft-ao FVlud *-i6-«a <u pen] 

S1UJMG COOC *351-01-* 


19 

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION. 
“FEDERAL REGISTER** CITATION OF 

previous announcement: March 13, 
1980; 45 FR 16664. 

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME AND DATE 
OF THE MEETING: 10 a.m.. March 19,1980. 
change in the meeting: Addition of the 
following item to the open session: 

12. Docket No. 80-4: Matson 
Navigation Company—Proposed 5.67 
Percent Bunker Surcharge in the Hawaii 
Trade—Petition of Hearing Counsel to 
amend the Order of Investigation and 
Petitions of the State of Hawaii and 


Oscar Mayer A Co.. Inc. for Leave to 
Intervene. 

(S-54S-80 Fl]«d V16-«t «tt pm) 

BILLING COOC 6730-01-M 
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UNIFORMED SERVICES UNIVERSITY OF THE 
HEALTH SCIENCES. 

“FEDERAL REGISTER** CITATION OF 
PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: 45 FR 15366. 
March 10.1980. 

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME ANO DATE: 

8 a.m., 17 March. 1980. 
place: Uniformed Services University of 
the Health Sciences. 4301 Jones Bridge 
Road. Bethesda. MD 20014. 

CHANGES IN THE MEETING: 

(1) Faculty appointments: Item (1) was 
changed from an open to a closed portion of 
the meeting of the Educational Affairs 
Committee. 

(2) Policy on memorials was added to the 
open meeting of the Board of Regents. 

person to contact: Frank M. 

Reynolds. Executive Secretary. Board of 
Regents, (202) 295-3025. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Consideration of faculty appointments 
at the Educational Affairs Committee 
was changed from an open to a closed 
portion of the meeting because the 
discussion would disclose information 
of a personal nature; disclosure would 
constitute a clearly unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy. 

Accordingly, all of the members of the 
committee, except General Paul W. 
Myers, Dr. Julius B. Richmond, and Dr. 
Francis Moore, who were absent voted 
to close this portion of the meeting, that 
no earlier announcement of this change 
was possible, and that the University's 
business required this action. 

Public disclosure is not in the public 
interest in that it would prematurely 
disclose the Committee's evaluation of 
candidates, and would make recruiting 
difficult. 

The Policy on Memorials was added 
lo the Board of Regents agenda because 
it was announced at the January 14,1980 
meeting that it would be considered at 
this meeting, but the matter was 
inadvertently omitted from the agenda. 

Accordingly, all of the members of the 
Board, except Dr. H. Ashton Thomas. 
General Paul W. Myers, and Dr. Julius B. 
Richmond, who were absent, voted to 
add this item, that no earlier 
announcement was possible, and that 
University business requires the 
addition. 

GENERAL COUNSEL CERTIFICATION: I 

certify that the portion of this meeting 
for discussion of faculty appointments 
may be closed to the public under 5 


U.S.C. 552b(c)(8) and 32 CFR Section 
242a.4(f), and that the meeting may be 
closed to public observation. 

O. |. Williford, 

Director. Correspondence and Directives. 
Washington Headquarters Services, 
Deportment of Defense, 

March 18.1980. 

(S-CTV40 FUid 3-16-60.413 pmj 

SILLING COOC 3610-70-* 













Thursday 
March 20, 1980 


Part II 

Department of 
Health, Education, 
and Welfare 

Office of Human Development Services 


Administration for Public Services; 
Cooperative Research and Demonstration 
Grant Priorities—Fiscal Year(s) 1980 and/ 
or 1981 





































18330 


Federal Register / Vol. 45, No. 56 / Thursday, March 20,1980 / Notices 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Office of Human Development 
Services 

Administration for Public Services; 
Cooperative Research and 
Demonstration Grant Priorities—Fiscal 
Year(s) 1980 and/or 1981 

agency: Human Development Services. 
DHEW. 

subject: Notice of proposed Fiscal 
Yearfs) 1980 and/or 1981 Administration 
for Public Services (APS). Research. 
Demonstration, and Evaluation (RD&E) 
priorities. 

summary: This notice presents the 
tentative research, demonstration and 
evaluation (RD&E) priorities that the 
Administration for Public Services 
proposes to initiate in Fiscal Year 1980 
and/or 1981 depending on the 
availability of funds for carrying out 
Sections 1110 and 1115 of the Social 
Security Act as amended. This notice is 
being published with some estimated 
project funding levels in excess of 
available funds in order that the final 
RD&E priorities may be modified to 
incorporate and reflect the expertise of 
individuals knowledgeable in the field. 
OATES: In order to be considered, 
comments must be received no later 
than May 5.1980. Comments on these 
proposed priorities or suggestions for 
other priorities arc invited. No 
proposals , concept papers or other 
forms of application should he 
submitted at this time . 
address: Comments must be sent to: 

Dr. David W. Fairweather, Director, 
Division of Research. Demonstration, 
and Evaluation. 330 C Street. S.W., 

Room 2412. Washington. DC 20201. 

For further Information, cajl Dr. David 
W. Fairweather at (202) 245-9200. 

PROGRAM PURPOSE 

Grants and cooperative agreements 
funded by APS are for research or 
demonstration projects which will add 
to existing knowledge and improvement 
of new methods and techniques for the 
planning, evaluation, management 
delivery, and coordination of social 
services programs. Cooperative 
agreements are discussed in the Federal 
Register (44 FR 38350, published June 21. 
1979). 

PROGRAM GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 

The thrust of the APS research and 
demonstration program is to support 
improvements of State and local 
governments’ capability to furnish 
services directed at the following goals: 


1. Achieving economic self-support 
and preventing, reducing, and 
eliminating dependency. 

2. Achieving/maintaining self- 
sufficiency. including reduction of 
dependency. 

3. Preventing/remedying neglect 
abuse, or exploitation and preserving/ 
rehabilitating/reuniting families. 

4. Reducing inappropriate 
institutionalization. 

5. Securing appropriate 
institutionalation. 

In order to achieve these goals, public 
knowledge is needed on several critical 
service issues. The following research 
and demonstration program objectives 
are intended to assist in obtaining this 
information: 

1. To provide a sound basis for 
effective program operation by 
improving and promoting innovative 
policy development management 
information/reporting, service delivery 
and accountability of the title XX 
program. 

2. To promote quality service by 
improving the capability of State title 
XX and provider agency staff. 

Proposed Priority Projects 

In June 1979, the APS Commissioner 
invited suggestions and comments from 
Regional staff. State and local agencies, 
and organizations interested in the title 
XX program regarding the nature of 
RD&E projects that should be 
undertaken during FY 1980 and FY 1981. 
The following table indicates the 
response which was received: 

TABLE 1 


R#*pood- Number of 

mm itiaoMtod 

propel atom 


PixWiy Mqtwnnt .... , n 26 

SUM And loop Qow m mrm t aoanoM_ 66 

OtWf wywhnw 14 


These responses have been 
incorporated in the APS proposed 
project priorities as appropriate. The 
criteria used to judge whether these 
suggestions should be included were as 
follows: 

That the projects (a) did not duplicate 
existing research, demonstration or 
evaluation efforts; (b) would contribute 
to the state-of-the-art in the proposed 
subject area: and (c) would facilitate 
APS policy, program and legislative 
decision making by providing 
information which would otherwise be 
unavailable. 

The priority projects are identified by 
a number in parenthesis after each 
project. The appropriate number must 
be used on all comments and 


correspondence which relate to the 
project 

Title XX Waiver Demonstration 
Projects of National Significance (APS- 
80/81-1) 

Purpose 

The purpose of this project area is to 
encourage State agencies to utilize the 
Section 1115 waiver authority of the 
Social Security Act to undertake 
demonstrations where potential 
findings/outcomes could have national 
significance (that is. be significant 
enough to warrant replication or 
transfer among States or local agencies, 
or result In a regulation or statutory 
change). 

These demonstrations may involve 
waivers of the requirements of Section 
2002. 2003, and 2004 of Title XX of the 
Social Security Act as amended, or incur 
costs not otherwise allowable as 
expenditures under Section 2002, in 
order that innovative approaches to 
planning, eligibility determination, 
service delivery, fiscal accountability, 
training, and management and related 
Federal policy decisions can be 
considered and made regarding 
regulation changes and new legislation. 
These demonstrations could include: 

1. Allowing title XX training costs for 
provider staff not directly related to the 
provision of services or determination of 
eligibility (e.g., bookkeepers and 
accountants); 

2. Allowing emergency shelter as a 
protective service to a child for periods 
in excess of thirty days in any six month 
period: and 

3. Allowing for changes in eligibility 
determination and redetermination time 
frames. 

However. States must focus on, and 
convincingly discuss, specific changes in 
the law or regulations which would 
enhance State or local title XX program 
development and operations. 

Approach 

The approach to be employed will 
involve (by statute) a State agency 
demonstration of the impact of title XX 
waivers on State, county or local 
programs and clients. This will involve 
pre-demonstration and post¬ 
demonstration comparisons and a 
mandatory evaluation component. The 
evaluations are expected to show what 
outcomes are achieved in relation to 
State’s title XX programs and their 
clients. A rationale will be required of 
the State applicant(s) as to why the 
project outcomes could be of national 
significance. The APS review of State 
applications will include analysis from 
the programmatic and RD&E 
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perspectives as to the potential 
contribution to the title XX program and 
acceptability of the demonstration 

design. 

Expected Findings 

Defined improvements in State 
programs and in the services provided 
to clients which are achieved through 
Section 1115 waiver demonstration 

projects. 

Number. Cost and Duration 

Approximately two projects will be 
funded for total project periods of three 
years each. The initial award will be 
funded at a level of up to $200,000 each. 
The second and third year continuation 
awards will each be funded at a level of 
up to $150,000 and $100,000. 
respectively. 

Initiatives With Substantial Regional 
Office Involvement and Priority (APS- 
80/81-3) 

Purpose 

The purpose of this project is to 
encourage State and local agencies to 
focus on local issues that impact 
geographical segments of the country 
rather than the nation. These issues may 
overlap State boundaries and, perhaps, 
even the APS Regional Office 
boundaries. These projects may relate to 
policy, service delivery, management 
issues, or technology transfer. This 
poject will provide funding for important 
project with less than nationwide 
interest 

Approach 

The approach is to be developed by 
the applicants depending on the nature 
of the project. 

Expected Findings 

These projects are intended to provide 
useful approaches to important local 
issues. To the extent that issues can be 
first addressed on a regional basis, we 
expect to be able to avoid national 
problems. 

Number, Cost and Duration 

Approximately four projects will be 
funded for total project periods of 12 
months each. The awards will be funded 
at a level up to $50,000 each. 

Policy Research and Evaluation of Title 
XX Regulations (APS-80/81-4) 

Purpose 

The purpose of this project is to 
identify, through the systematic analysis 
of the title XX regulations, areas which 
lend themselves to study via the R&D 
process. During the course of a program 
year various policy issues arise through! 


the passage of legislation or the writing 
of regulations. As a result, gaps are 
created between what is currently being 
done via the R&D process and what 
needs to be done. 

An efficient R&D program must have 
some mechanism that will enable it to 
respond to the knowledge gaps created 
by such factors as the passage of new 
legislation or the writing of new 
regulations. For example, the passage of 
new legislation may create an 
unintended barrier to the provision of 
services to a particular population. 
Through a combination of policy 
analysis and evaluation of the 
regulations, such occurrences cannot 
only be identified but can be illustrated 
(and solutions tested) via the R&D 
process. 

Approach 

Public comment is invited on 
regulatory provisions which should be 
studied and appropriate methods of 
study. The approach to be employed 
should explore the policy and 
programmatic impacts of selected issues 
identified. Using the information 
gathered from this announcement. APS 
will plan and conduct in-depth research, 
demonstration, or evaluation studies. 

Development and Evaluation of 
Performance Standards in Relation to 
Program Goals (APS-80/81-5) 

Purpose 

The purpose of this project is to 
stimulate States and local governments 
in the development and evaluation of 
performance standards for their own 
title XX service programs. This includes 
the identification of the essential 
elements of the given service, the 
relative priority/importance of these 
components, and a mechanism for 
identifying (he appropriate intensity of 
the respective elements. Also, this 
project is meant to stimulate the 
collection of data to monitor 
performance, identify problems, address 
resource (re)allocation issues in terms of 
fixed budgets, and suggest policy 
changes that measurably improve 
performance. 

Approach 

The project will develop realistic, 
measurable program objectives and 
performance indicators for a minimum 
of five title XX service areas. For a given 
sendee area, the project will be 
expected to identify a minimum of ten 
essential components and related 
standards for the delivery of an 
effective, efficient, quality service of 
reasonable cost A method for ranking 
the relative Importance of each 


component will also be developed. The 
project will develop a data collection 
system to document achievement or 
failure of the delivery system to meet 
minimum standards in each component 
of the service area. This data system 
will be rquired to serve both 
management and direct service delivery 
staff with respect to feedback on 
performance. The project will suggest 
approaches to corrective action 
strategies in situations where 
performance is unacceptable. 

Each phase of the project will be field 
tested with volunteer title XX 
government and provider agencies. 

Expected findings 

It is expected that this project will 
identify model measurable objectives 
and performance indicators which 
States can use ot improve their title XX 
programs. 

Number, Cost and Duration 

Approximately two awards will be 
made for total project periods of 18 
months each. The awards will be funded 
at a level of up to $150,000 each. 

Improving Adult Protective Services 
Programs (APS-81-2) 

Purpose 

The purpose of this project is to 
develop model adult protective services 
programs which identify the needs of 
eligible clients; identify characteristics 
of clients in need of receiving care, or 
likely to be in need of receiving care; 
which develop mechanisms for carrying 
out guardianship responsibilities with 
respect to clients and their property; and 
which develop monitoring and review 
procedures to identify or recertify the 
appropriateness of a guardianship role. 

Approach 

One of the assumptions most 
frequently advanced by service 
providers in both the public and private 
sector is that we are seeing significantly 
increased numbers of adults with mental 
impairments which make it impossible 
for them to remain in the community 
without close supervision. Phase one of 
this project will be a study which will 
take a comprehensive look at the legal 
aspects of protective services for the 
elderly and will identify which of the 
legal approaches are utilized most 
frequently, e.g., guardianship including 
guardianship of the persons and 
guardianship of the estate; 
conservatorship; and commitment to an 
institution. Under what circumstances 
are each of these methods used, and 
which appears to be most beneficial to 
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the individual, his family, and the 
agency offering these services. 

Phase two would involve the 
development and Implementation of 
demonstrations in two or more localities 
to demonstrate: 

1. How a County Welfare Department 
can make practical use of any one of the 
above methods, and to test the 
effectiveness (relative impact and 
effectiveness) of the approaches used; 
and 

2. What is involved for a private, 
voluntary family service agency serving 
as a provider of title XX services, in 
utilizing any or all of the above methods 
(and testing their relative impact and 
effectiveness). 

Expected Findings 

The model developed within this 
project should be transferable to both 
State and local human service agencies 
that deal with this population. 

Number , Cost and Duration 

Approximately one project will be 
awarded for a total project period of 
three years. The initial award and 
subsequent continuation awards will be 
funded at a level of up to $300,000. 

Improving Management Practices and 
Technologies in Title XX Agencies 
(APS-81-4) 

In 1976 the National Conference on 
Social Welfare’s Task Force on 
Expanding Management Technology 
and Professional Accountability in Local 
Services Programs reaffirmed the very 
basic principle that “management is a 
vital and necessary function in the 
growing field of social welfare.” The 
Task Force went on to state that given 
the continued growth of the field of 
social welfare and the need to deliver 
effective and efficient services to clients, 
innovative management practices and 
technologies need to be adopted. 

Interest in this area has continued at a 
high level, as evidenced by the concerns 
expressed in the Title XX—National 
Policy Symposium which took place in 
October 1978. Included in the 
Symposium’s published report were a 
series of recommendations for action on 
management improvement. 

The Federal Government was charged 
with the responsibility to: 

• Encourage States to build 
management capacity in the areas of 
comprehensive social services planning, 
systematic program evaluation, and 
services information recording, retrieval, 
and analysis by setting aside from the 
existing title XX ceiling new Federal 
funds for these purposes. 

• Assure at the Federal level that 
high-quality technical assistance, 


guidance, and activities designed to 
promote management technology 
transfer are available on an on-going 
basis, in order to build management 
capacity at State and local levels in the 
areas of planning, needs assessment, 
data analysis, program and financial 
reporting, performance standards 
development, service effectiveness 
measures, service impact and cost, 
service delivery standards, purchases of 
service contracting, and program 
monitoring and evaluation procedures. 

This project is an attempt to deal with 
the concerns expressed above, as well 
as the recommendations on APS/HDS 
Regional Staff. 

The purpose of this project is to 
continue to provide an opportunity for a 
State agency, or a non-profit 
organization by itself or in cooperation 
with a State agency, to: (a) identify 
critical areas for management 
(including, but not limited to. those 
identified in the Symposium's 
recommendations); (b) develop and 
demonstrate innovative approaches for 
bringing about improvements in selected 
areas; and (c) transfer the technology to 
other interested States. 

Approach 

As a first step, prospective applicants 
wilt be required to identify critical areas 
for management improvement and their 
rationale for selecting these areas. The 
areas selected for study and 
demonstration should be areas which 
have potential national significance 
such as model accounting systems, 
model procurement manuals, model 
personnel systems, and model agency 
audit guides. This project can be 
conducted in three major phases, as 
follows: 

Phase I. Comprehensive State of the Art 
and Design of the Demonstration Project 

The first phase of the project will 
include a comprehensive state-of-the- 
art, including but not limited to: (a) a 
description of the ways in which the 
selected technologies would improve the 
management of title XX agencies; (b) the 
appropriateness of the management 
methodologies used; and (c) the 
potential transferability of the 
technologies. 

During this phase the recipient will 
also utilize the information gained from 
the state-of-the-art in designing a 
methodology for the demonstration 
phase of the project. The design will 
cover 

• The management objective to be 
achieved 

• The approach/methodology to be 
employed 

• The criteria for site selection 


• The site(s) recommended for the 
demonstration (e.g.. State office, district 
or regional office(s). county or dty 
office) 

• The plan for technical assistance if 
deemed necessary by the recipient (from 
what sources) 

• The plan for data collection and 
analysis 

• The products anticipated, including 
identification of intended users 

• The plan for evaluation of the 
products of the project 

Phase II. The Demonstration Phase 

The recipient will carry out a 
demonstration in the selected site(s). 
The recipient will be expected to 
document: (1) the methods and 
procedures employed in implementing 
this demonstration; (2) any barriers or 
impediments encountered: and (3) cost 
avoidance data that result from project 
implementation. 

Phase 111. Technology Transfer Phase 

The recipient will be expected to 
participate in the transfer of new 
management techniques to other sites 
outside the demonstration, including, 
but not limited to other States title XX 
agencies. 

Expected Findings 

It is expected that the project will 
produce innovative management 
technologies in selected areas that will 
result in increased program 
effectiveness, and efficiency, quality 
service, and improved client outcomes. 

Number, Cost and Duration 

Approximately one project will be 
funded for a total project period of three 
years. The initial award and subsequent 
continuation awards will be funded at a 
level of up to $200,000 each. 

Building State Evaluation Capacity 
(APS-81-5) 

Purpose 

There is a clear-cut need to raise the 
skills and know-how of the staffs of 
State evaluation units, in order to raise 
the quality of evaluations being 
accomplished (in those States where 
evaluations are being undertaken) and 
to enable those States not currently 
undertaking evaluations to do so. In 
many States evaluative capabilities are 
still very rudimentary for technical as 
well as financial reasons. States 
perceive the inability to evaluate their 
rograms as one of the major stumbling 
locks to better programs and a barrier 
to effective planning for human services 
programs. 

This project will provide Federal 
funds for several States to improve their 
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capabilities to conduct evaluation 
studies. Title XX now provides no 
separate funds for this purpose. State 
evaluations of title XX have been 
funded out of regular State allotments 
for services. Thus, States will be 
enabled to achieve greater 
accountability; efficiency and 
effectiveness of services will be 
enhanced; and States will be better able 
to allocate limited funds to the most 
effective services. 

States will be given an opportunity to 
submit proposals for projects to develop 
and implement evaluations of the 
service process and/or service products. 
Technical assistance will be provided to 
the recipients in developing and 
carrying out their evaluations. 

Approach 

These projects will build on the work 
conducted in Illinois. Maine, and 
Arizona, and will set in place, by the 
end of the project period an evaluation 
capability which can be maintained 
without continued project assistance. 
The applicants will submit proposals 
identifying: (1) the purposes of the 
evaluation activity; (2) the strategy to be 
used to achieve these purposes; (3) 
description of how the State's 
evaluation capability and the capability 
of the States will be improved by the 
project; (4) the type of evaluation study 
or studies to be conducted, and (5) 
potential utilization of the results. An 
independent evaluation of the project 
will be required. 

Expected Findings 

This undertaking is expected to 
produce evaluation methods and studies 
directly relevant to State title XX 
programs. Recipients will produce 
documentation, including utilization 
strategy for transfer of knowledge 
gamed and procedures employed to 
other State agencies. 

Number, Cost and Duration 

Approximately five projects will be 
funded for a total project period of three 
years. The initial awards will be funded 
at a level of up to $200,000 each. The 
subsequent second year continuation 
awards will be funded at a level of up to 
Si 50,000 each. The third year 
continuation awards will be funded at a 
level of up to $100,000 each. 

State Evaluations of Client Outcome 
(A PS-81-6) 

Purpose 

This project is designed to improve 
the flow of systematic information to 
managers on what happens to the 
recipients of social services. Information 


on outcomes is an essential component 
of the data that should be avilable to 
program and policy decision makers. 
Service activity and cost data alone 
cannot provide sufficient information. 
They need to be examined in conjuction 
with outcome data in order to help 
identify problem areas where additional 
Investment of resources or improvement 
of procedures is needed, to help identify 
effective programs and procedures, and 
to monitor outcome following program 
and policy changes. Due to the inherent 
difficulties in measuring social service 
outcomes, the state-of-the-art of 
outcome measurement has lagged 
behind that of cost and activity 
measurement. To help fill the gap, a 
small number of efforts have begun in 
recent years to test a number of 
different approaches aimed at the 
development of practical procedures 
that agencies could use to obtain 
feedback regularly about clients' 
condition after receiving services. Such 
procedures are aimed at providing social 
service agency managers and officials 
with regular (at least annual) client 
outcome information to aid them in 
making program and policy choices. 

Currently we have a contractor 
identifying different approaches to client 
outcome monitoring (for potential use by 
State and local agencies), and to provide 
a preliminary discussion of the 
advantages and disadvantages of each. 
A training manual Is being developed on 
client outcome monitoring procedures 
covering the major procedures being 
used, and recommendations on future 
dissemination and research needs are 
being developed. Incentives will be 
provided to those States implementing 
the client outcome monitoring 
procedures. These incentives will be in 
the form of funds to aid in the 
implementation process. 

Independent, third party evaluations 
will be conducted in those agencies 
utilizing the alternative approaches 
currently being developed to: (1) identify 
problem areas where additional 
investment or resources or improvement 
of technology is needed; (2) identify 
effective programs and procedures; (3) 
monitor outcomes following program 
and policy changes; and (4) reduce cost 

Approach 

During the past several years the 
Administration for Public Services 
(APS) and the Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Planning and Evaluation 
(ASPE) have funded several RD&E 
projects which have been directed to the 
area of outcome monitoring. The 
following are representative of these 
efforts: 


a. Monitoring the Outcomes of Social 
Services —This work focuses on the 
outcomes (or end results) of services to 
be monitored by a State or local agency 
on a regular basis and on the procedures 
for collecting data on these outcomes. 
Such data, collected over a period of 
time, can indicate trends, progress and 
problems. Consequently, outcome 
information is an important aid to public 
officials and concerned citizens for 
finding out just what is being 
accomplished and for identifying areas 
that need more intensive examination. 

b. Measuring the Impact of Title XX 
on Clients —It is the intent of this study 
to develop workable alternatives for 
State and local title XX agencies to use 
to measure the impact of social services 
on clients. 

Title XX emphasizes State and local 
determination of the service needs of the 
various populations and how best to 
meet those needs. It is the basic 
hypothesis of this study that State and 
local managers and administrators will 
utilize and implement procedures and 
methodologies to measure impact when 
these procedures and methodologies are 
designed and developed in the context 
of what they perceive and identify as 
useful and relevant information. It is the 
hypothesis of APS that the evaluative 
data States will collect through the use 
of these methodologies will be more 
useful for Federal needs than 
information collected by States to meet 
Federally mandated requirements. 

c. Client Outcome Monitoring 
Procedures for State and Local Social 
Services Agencies —This project will 
identify different approaches to client 
outcome monitoring (for potential use by 
State and local agencies), and provide a 
preliminary discussion of the 
advantages and disadvantages of each. 
A training manual is being developed on 
client outcome monitoring procedures 
covering the major approaches, a series 
of regional workshops on client outcome 
monitoring procedures will be 
conducted and recommendations for 
future dissemination and research needs 
arc being developed. This project will 
improve the flow of systematic 
information to managers on what 
happens to the clients of social services. 

d. Region V Evaluation Project —This 
project was to develop a strategy for 
evaluating the effectiveness of the social 
services funded under title XX and to 
assist States in expanding their 
evaluation capacities. The project 
recommended the following: 

1. Focus on the impact of services on 
the lives of clients. 

2. Use reliable and valid client 
functioning scales (the scale items to be 
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based on observable behavior, to the 
extent possible). 

3. Apply measurement techniques 
before and after services are provided. 

4. Collect data gathered by 
caseworkers or trained interviewers. 

5. Obtain data collected from a 
representative sample of clients. 

6. Cover the five legislative goals to 
title XX. 

7. Apply generic scales, making them 
broad enough to be used across service 
categories. 

8. Include client satisfaction 
measurement 

Approach 

The approach to be employed is to 
encourage State and local agencies to 
implement one or more of the 
approaches to client-outcome 
monitoring. This will involved pre- 
implementation and post¬ 
implementation comparisons, indicating 
the changes and improvements in the 
flow of systematic information to 
managers on what happens to the 
clients of social services. 

Expected Findings 

This project is designed to produce 
evaluations for the States detailing the 
improvements of management and 
service delivery resulting from 
implementing client outcome monitoring 
procedures. 

Number, Cost, and Duration 

Approximately two projects will be 
awarded for a total project period of 18 
months. The awards will be funded at a 
level of up to $150,000 each. 

Common Evaluation of Title XX Waiver 
Projects of National Significance (APS- 
81-8) 

Purpose 

The purpose of this project is to 
analyze previous title XX waiver 
projects as well as those currently being 
done to determine whether selected title 
XX regulations hamper agencies in 
providing quality services to clients in 
need and in carrying out efficient 
programs. Many of the problems, it is 
felt, are in the area of planning, 
eligibility determination, service 
delivery, fiscal accountability, training, 
management, and related Federal policy 
areas. This project will measure the 
impact of the waivers; evaluating the 
1115 projects in terms of achievement of 
objectives of the project and client 
outcomes, and in terms of changes in 
services, operations, regulations, and 
statutes. Technical assistance will be 
made available to assist the State 
grantee(s) in overcoming problems 
identified in the evaluation and also 


assist the grantee(s) in implementing the 
project(s). 

Approach 

Public comment is invited on the 
appropriateness of examining the impact 
(policy and programmatic) of the title 
XX waivers on State programs and 
clients. This could involve pre- 
demonstration and post-demonstration 
comparisons and analysis of problems 
encountered by the demonstrations 
during the implementation process. 
These evaluations are expected to show 
what outcomes are achieved in relation 
to States* title XX programs and their 
clients and what process modifications 
are indicated. The project could also 
assist the recipient(s) to find acceptable 
solutions to problems identified in the 
evaluation, assist the recipient(s) to 
implement the projcct(s) and document 
the methods of providing TA. the 
problems and resolutions identified for 
dissemination to other potential 
recipient(s) and interested parties. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 13.847) 

Dated: March 14.1960. 

Midiio Suzuki 

Acting Commissioner for Public Services. 
Approved: March 14.1980. 

Warren Master, 

Acting Assistant Secretary for Human 
De vc lap me nt Services . 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Federal Aviation Administration 
14 CFR Part 71 

(Airspace Docket No. 18605/79-AWE-17J 

Establishment of Group II Terminal 
Control Area, San Diego, Calif. 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
action: Final rule and denial of petition 
for rulemaking. 

summary: This amendment establishes 
a Group II Terminal Control Area (TCA) 
at San Diego. California. The adoption 
of a TCA at San Diego was initially 
proposed as part of a comprehensive 
FAA program announced by the 
Administrator on December 27.1978, for 
enhanced safety of flight operations in 
the national airspace system. This 
action will increase the capability of the 
Air Traffic Control (ATC) system to 
separate all aircraft in the terminal 
airspace around San Diego International 
Airport (Lindbergh Field) while 
providing sufficient flexibility to permit 
aircraft operating under visual flight 
rules (VFR) to operate within or outside 
the TCA. The TCA adopted by this 
amendment is the product of discussion 
with a broad representation of the 
aviation community. In conjunction with 
this action, the FAA will work 
cooperatively with local user groups to 
ensure the TCA is effective for ail users 
by identifying any adjustments or 
modifications that appear necessary. 
Through joint FAA and user 
cooperation, any problems that arise 
can then be identified and corrective 
action taken when necessary. 

This amendment also announces the 
decision to deny a petition for 
rulemaking from the Aircraft Owners 
and Pilots Association (AOPA) which 
requested, as an alternative to the 
proposed TCA, the designation of 
"safety corridors” for operations to and 
from San Diego International Airport. 
The reasons for this action are set forth 
at length in this preamble; however, the 
FAA would like to recognize the 
extensive amount of general aviation 
input that has gone into the construction 
of the final rule from the San Diego 
community. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: May 15, 198a 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. William E. Broadwater, Airspace 
and Air Traffic Rules Division (AAT- 
200), Air Traffic Service, Federal 
Aviation Administration, 800 
Independence Avenue, SW„ 
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Washington. DC 20591; telephone (202) 
428-3731. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

On December 27.1978, the 
Administrator of the Federal Aviation 
Administration announced his Plan for 
Enhanced Safety of Flight Operations in 
the National Airspace System. As part 
of this comprehensive program, the FAA 
proposed to establish a Group II 
Terminal Control Area (TCA) at San 
Diego, California, with operations in the 
proposed TCA subject to the operating 
and equipment rules for Group II TCAs 
specified in { 91.90(b) of Part 91 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations. This 
includes, among other rules, the 
requirement to have an operable VOR/ 
TACAN receiver, two-way radio, and a 
transponder to operate in the TCA. An 
altitude encoder would not be required. 

User Group Participation 

The TCA configuration adopted here 
has been developed through substantial 
public participation. Initially, numerous 
meetings were held with known local 
groups and individuals representing 
both the VFR and IFR aviation 
community to receive and discuss their 
needs and views for a preliminary TCA 
configuration. After those initial 
meetings, a tentative TCA configuration 
was prepared for further public 
discussion at subsequent local informal 
airspace meetings. An extensive 
publicity effort was undertaken through 
press, radio, and TV coverage to invite 
all interested persons to participate in 
those meetings. In addition to published 
notices, the FAA made a bulk mailing to 
hundreds of persons believed to have an 
interest in the proposal. As a result of 
those efforts, further adjustments to the 
TCA configuration were made and were 
reflected in the FAA’s modified corridor 
configuration proposed formally for 
adoption. An additional opportunity for 
public participation was provided by a 
notice of proposed rulemaking (Airspace 
Docket No. 18605/79-AWE-17) 
published in the Federal Register on 
December 8.1979 (44 FR 70181). 
Approximately 2,000 comments were 
received in response to the notice. Due 
consideration has been given to these 
comments as well as the comments 
received at the various meetings. 

Changes To Accommodate VFR Traffic 

Since the original development of a 
preliminary TCA configuration for 
discussion with airspace users, 
numerous changes in the configuration 
have been made to accommodate VFR 
activity. Initially, the proposed San 
Diego TCA design was configured as an 


expanded version of the San Diego 
TRSA with a southern boundary along 
the U.S./Mexican border and extending 
out past 40 nautical miles In all other 
directions. It did not include a VFR 
corridor. Based on user input and 
careful analysis of IFR and known VFR 
traffic flows, a multi-tiered design was 
developed and large blocks of airspace 
north and northeast of Lindbergh Field 
which were not essential to contain the 
existing traffic flow within the TCA 
were eliminated. 

Further, in response to suggestions at 
the local airspace meetings, the FAA 
incorporated several other changes into 
the proposed TCA configuration, 
including a north-south VFR corridor 
over San Diego International Airport 
(Area A) from 3.300 feet to and including 
4.700 feet. This corridor through Areas A 
and 1 allows free transit of VFR aircarft 
through the approximate center of the 
TCA 

Another change was made in the 
Mission Valley area (Area J) based on 
comments concerning possible 
compression of VFR traffic beneath the 
TCA floor. It was agreed that raising the 
floor to 4,800 feet would not derogate 
safety or ATC service within that area. 
Also. Area G was developed from Area 
C and D after it was determined that 
parachute and glider operators in the 
Lower Otay Reservoir Area would be 
unduly penalized if the floors remained 
at 3.500 and 4.800 feet, respectively. The 
floor was raised to 7,800 feet to permit 
continued use and was incorporated in 
the proposal. 

Further, in response to concerns about 
the effects the TCA would have on VFR 
operations, the FAA will develop and 
disseminate materials depicting the 
TCA together with VFR routes to 
facilitate VFR operation in the San 
Diego terminal area. Those materials 
will also include appropriate 
communication frequencies and other 
pertinent and helpful information. 

Future Airspace User Input 

In conjunction with the 
implementation of this rule, the FAA's 
Western Regional Office will invite 
interested persons to participate in joint 
FAA/user working groups to assist in 
evaluation of the effectiveness and 
workability of the San Diego TCA. This 
is in addition to the on-going airspace 
review responsibilities of the region. All 
comments and recommendations made 
by the group will be given full 
consideration by the region and could 
be the basis for subsequent changes 
necessary to eliminate any problems 
that may develop. 
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The AOPA Petition for Rulemaking 

The FAA received a petition for 
rulemaking from the Aircraft Owners 
and Pilots Association (AOPA), on 
behalf of its members, to initiate 
rulemaking proceedings leading to an 
amendment to Part 93 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations to establish a 
special air traffic rule for San Diego 
International Airport (Lindbergh Field), 
That petition, which was published for 
public comment in the Federal Register 
(44 FR 78177; December 6,1979), 
requested the FAA to establish specified 
“designated safety corridors*' for 
arrivals and departures of aircraft to 
and from San Diego International 
Airport At the time the petition was 
published, the FAA indicated the 
petition was not itself proposing 
amendment to the rules, but was being 
considered apart from the notice 
proposing this amendment and that 
disposition would be made only after 
due consideration of the petition on its 
merits in accordance with the applicable 
provisions of Part 11 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations, 

After a thorough review of the 
docketed responses to the petition and 
the responses to the notice which 
proposed this amendment, it became 
clear that the two were so related that 
they should be discussed and acted on 
together. 

The Need for Increased Positive Control 
in Terminal Airspace 

The departure and arrival phases of 
flight result in a high concentration of 
aircraft in a relatively limited volume of 
airspace surrounding an airport Aircraft 
density is a function of the number of 
aircraft using that airport and its 
proximity to one or more adjacent 
airports that share or abut that airspace. 
As air traffic activity at an airport 
increases, the need for increasingly 
precise control of aircraft and protection 
of airspace from unknown aircraft 
becomes essential for continued safe 
operations. The FAA has developed a 
spectrum of air traffic procedures which, 
when coupled with precision 
navigational aids, airport surveillance 
radar facilities, automated radar data 
processing capability, and a highly 
skilled work force, forms a 
comprehensive system to provide safe 
and efficient flight operations at all 
controlled airports. The scope of 
services range from simple, 
recommended airport traffic flows at 
lowest density airports, to TCAs at the 
busiest airports. 

This action extends and enhances the 
application of these proven control 
techniques and subsystems to airports 


in the San Diego area and assures 
greater protection of VFR and IFR air 
traffic in the airspace surrounding this 
area. 

An analysis of the overall need for 
extending the ability of ATC to separate 
visual flight rules (VFR) aircraft and 
instrument flight rules (IFR) aircraft in 
terminal airspace is contained in the 
Administrator's Plan for Enhanced 
Safety. A copy of the plan and other 
documents referred to in this 
amendment have been filed in the Rules 
Docket. 

The "Highest Degree" of Air 
Transportation Safety 

Near midair collision statistics 
indicate that, for all classes of users of 
terminal airspace, ATC separation 
services, in addition to the duty of pilots 
to see and avoid each other, results in a 
higher level of air traffic safety. For the 
millions of air carrier passengers who 
enter and leave the major air terminals 
each year. Congress has directed that 
the highest feasible degree of safety be 
achieved. The FAA has determined that 
a continued "mix" of ATC controlled 
aircraft and uncontrolled VFR aircraft 
can Interfere unnecessarily with this 
high safety objective. While that 
position applies generally, it is 
particularly pertinent to the San Diego 
terminal area. 

The Congressional mandate is clear 
with respect to the high level of safety 
intended for passengers in air 
transportation. Section 001 of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 requires 
that the FAA give full consideration to 
the duty resting on air carriers to 
perform their services with the "highest 
possible degree of safety in the public 
interest • * 

This Congressional concern for air 
transportation, as a distinct class to be 
protected, was restated in the Airline 
Deregulation Act of 1978 (Pub. L 95-504. 
October 24.1978) which amended ( 102 
of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 to 
emphasize the "dedication of the 
Congress to the furtherance of the 
highest degree of safety in air 
transportation and air commerce, and 
the maintenance of the safety vigilance 
that has evolved within air 
transportation and air commerce and 
has come to be expected by the 
traveling and shipping public" (49 U.S.C. 
$ 1302(a)). The Airline Deregulation Act 
of 1978 also directed the Secretary of 
Transportation ("Secretary") to 
complete a thorough review of the safety 
regulations applicable to air carriers in 
order to ensure that "all classes of air 
carriers are providing the highest level 
of safe, reliable air transportation to all 
the communities served by those air 


carriers." The Administrator is directed 
to respond to the Secretary’s review by 
promulgating regulations that may be 
needed to "maintain the highest 
standard of safe, reliable air 
transportation in the United States." The 
orderly and extensive expansion of 
positive controlled airspace, including 
the amendments adopted by this action 
ensure that the local and system-wide 
capability of the FAA to ensure 
separation protection for air carrier 
passengers remains commensurate with 
the growth of a vigorous, safe, and 
efficient air transportation system under 
the new Act. By this action, the FAA is 
also increasing the degree of safety 
available to the general aviation 
community, many of whom are fully 
qualified to operate within the 
parameters of a TCA. 

Building on Existing Programs 

The FAA's experience since the 
establishment of mandatory TCAs and 
voluntary Terminal Radar Service Areas 
(TRSAs) indicates that, in terminal 
airspace, ATC control of VFR aircraft 
reduces the potential for hazardous 
traffic conflicts. For the year 1968 (which 
preceded the establishment of TCAs). 
the "Near Midair Collision Report of 
1968," July 1969, concluded that, for the 
airports now served by TCAs, there 
were 271 incidents reported as 
"hazardous" to flight. For the fiscal 
years 1975,1970. and 1977, there were a 
total of 64 reported near midair 
collisions (NMACs) in the 21 existing 
TCAs. For comparison purposes, this 
translates into an average of 
approximately 20 reported incidents per 
year, under TCA requirements, in 
contrast with 271 incidents for the year 
1968. These figures are not conclusive 
indicators of the absolute numbers of 
incidents, but are viewed as meaningful 
evidence of the critical relationship 
between the absence of control of ail 
aircraft and the likelihood of hazardous 
traffic conflicts in congested terminal 
airspace. 

As a result of public comments in 
response to Notice No. 78-19 (44 FR 
1322. January 4,1979), questioning the 
adequacy of FAA's near midair collision 
information, a comprehensive review of 
that information has been undertaken. 
The results of this review are discussed 
under the "Discussion of Comments— 
Safety." 

The San Diego TCA adopted by this 
amendment is a logical extension of 
programs that first gained momentum in 
1962. In addition to the earlier 
nonregulatory programs, the 1970 
National Radar Program initiated the 
regulatory development of TCAs, also in 
response to the 1968 Near Midair 
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Collision Report the TCA concept was 
added to the Federal Aviation 
Regulations In Amendments 71-6 and 
91-78, which were published in the 
Federal Register (35 FR 7782) on May 21, 
1970, to be effective on June 25 of that 
year. Those amendments followed 
extensive public comment in response to 
Notice No. 60-41. issued on September 
30.1969 (34 FR 15252); 22 public 
meetings; and a supplemental notice of 
proposed rulemaking (Notice No. 69- 
41B) issued on March 11.1970 (35 FR 
4519). That regulatory history led to the 
issuance of $ 71.12 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations, under 
which individual TCAs are established, 
and i 91.90 of Part 91 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations, which describes 
the equipment and operating rules for 
participating in a TCA- While the safety 
enhancement plan identified 44 new 
potential locations for Group U TCAs, 
the regulatory basis for, and description 
of. the TCA concept was established 
under these 1970 amendments to Parts 
71 and 91. It should be noted that the 44 
additional locations were only 
proposals. Each site is being evaluated 
on its own merits. In fact, to date the 
FAA’s analysis has led to dropping 
seven terminal areas horn the original 
list. The evaluation is continuing with 
the very real possibility that other sites 
may be dropped even before the 
issuance of a notice of proposed 
rulemaking. 

The establishment of a Group II TCA 
at San Diego is an important and timely 
step forword and represents a 
meaningful contribution to the local and 
system-wide increase in safety because 
it responds specifically to the conditions 
that exist in the San Diego area. The 
design will safely accommodate the 
present traffic flow of all user groups in 
the TCA and the overall traffic flows of 
adjacent areas that interface with San 
Diego while minimizing the impact on 
operation of aircraft not operating in the 
TCA. This TCA design is based on 
existing traffic flows, airport locations, 
and navigation aid locations. It is part of 
an evolutionary growth process and is 
workable immediately. Other plans 
offered in response to the notice of 
proposed rulemaking and AOPA’s 
petition for rulemaking, while having 
some attractive features or advantages 
for some airspace users, would have 
less attractive aspects and 
disadvantages for other airspace users. 
Some would require major modification 
to airspace route structure or procedures 
and, in some cases, relocation of 
navigation aids. Consequently, a 
prohibitive amount of time would be 
required to implement them with little or 


no appreciable gain in safety having 
been shown. However, as experience is 
gained with this TCA, the FAA will 
work with the local aviation interests to 
ascertain whether future changes should 
be considered to better accommodate all 
of the airspace users. 

Discussion of Comments 

In response to the TCA proposal and 
the AOPA petition, the FAA has 
received almost 3,000 written comments 
from individuals, citizens groups, local 
and Federal governmental officials and 
agencies, pilots and owners of aircraft, 
and aviation trade/industry 
associations. In addition, the FAA has 
had the benefit of considerable dialogue 
at user group meetings. The FAA 
appreciates the thoughtful and 
meaningful contributions and the 
interest expressed by all of those who 
took time to participate in the several 
steps of this rulemaking proceedings. 

In responding to the issues involved in 
the FAA’s proposal, many comroenters 
made suggestions for achieving flight 
safety in the San Diego terminal area 
that were either alternative, or 
supplementary, to those proposed in the 
notice. Many of those suggestions have 
some attractiveness but go beyond the 
scope of the notice and thus could not 
be adopted at this time. Those 
comments are under study by the FAA’a 
Western Region for consideration in 
future rulemaking action. 

A somewhat contradictory pattern of 
comments emerged. Certain commenters 
argued that no additional regulatory 
action is needed either because the 
underlying problem is the failure of the 
current system to perform as effectively 
as it should or because the flight of 
aircraft is already overregulated. 

Another line of comments stated that 
the FAA’s proposal did not go far 
enough or move fast enough toward 
banning all small airplanes from 
operating in the San Diego terminal 
area. Other commenters recommended 
establishing a Group I rather than Group 
II TCA. The divergence of opinion is 
illustrated by the general positions of 
several of the aviation trade/industry 
associations, other airspace user groups, 
and the National Transportation Safety 
Board. 

The Aircraft Owners and Pilots 
Association (AOPA) opposed the 
establishment of a Group II TCA at San 
Diego and supported its own “counter 
proposal.** for special air traffic rules to 
establish “safety corridors*’ to and from 
Lindbergh Field. The Air Transport 
Association of America (ATA), on 
behalf of its member air carriers, urged 
immediate action to establish a TCA at 
San Diego and strongly argued that it 


should be a Group 1 TCA rather that the 
Group II TCA proposed by the FAA. The 
Professional Air Traffic Controllers 
Organization (PATCO) and the Air Line 
Pilots Association (ALPA) also 
supported a Group I TCA in San Diego 
with some suggested modifications in 
the configuration. Recommendations 
from the National Transportation Safety 
Board (NTSB) called for immediate 
implementation of a “mandatory 
terminal radar service area” pending 
establishment of the proposed Group D 
TCA (which it supported) but further 
recommended that aircraft operating in 
the San Diego TCA should be required 
to have an altitude reporting encoder. 
The National Business Aircraft 
Association (NBAA) reservedly 
supported the FAA’s proposal 
expressing its concerns and suggestions 
about several aspects of the action. The 
Experimental Aircraft Association 
(EAA) contributed its suggestions on 
how best to achieve the enhanced safety 
objectives and recognized that special 
considerations apply to the 
establishment of a TCA for San Diego 
terminal area. The U.S. Navy agreed 
with the need for a TCA, which includes 
NAS Miramar, and the general 
configuration; however, they objected 
strongly to the VFR corridor over the 
North Island Control Zone and 
suggested requiring altitude encoders 
and deleting the VFR corridor. 

The great majority of the commenters 
simply opposed establishing a Group Q 
TCA in San Diego and favored the 
AOPA petition. The basis offered by the 
great majority of commenters presented 
strikingly similar reasons and little, if 
any, elaboration or analysis to assist the 
FAA’s evaluation of the matters 
presented. Most of the comments 
received came from pilots and owners of 
general aviation airplanes who stated 
their general objections to the TCA 
concept and its application in San Diego 
and their equally general support for the 
AOPA alternatives. 

As in most proceedings of this kind, 
the public beneficiary of safety 
regulation does not have an 
organizational basis to participate and 
they do not traditionally present their 
views in significant numbers to 
counterbalance the advocacy of the 
more institutionalized commenters. This 
does not. however, reduce the viability 
of the public benefits that may be 
achieved if an otherwise beneficial 
proposal is adopted. 

In reviewing the comments on both 
the FAA proposal and the AOPA 
petition, substantial common elements 
were noted. Moreover, many of the 
comments to the TCA referenced the 
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AOPA petition and vice-versa. 
Accordingly, the comments from both 
proceedings are being discussed 
together to reflect that the issues 
common to each were fully and 
efficiently considered 

A. Safety 

The primary concern in any proposed 
TCA action is providing the highest 
degree of safety while preserving the 
most efficient use of the available 
terminal airspace. The TCA designates 
areas where air carrier aircraft are 
required to operate. This airspace is also 
available for use by properly equipped 
general aviation and military aircraft 
under an ATC clearance for operating in 
the airspace. This airspace, with its 
positive control of ail aircraft reduces 
the probability of near midair collisions. 
The inclusion of NAS Miramar within 
the San Diego TCA substantively 
contributes to safety and efficiency 
within the terminal area. 

In the San Diego terminal area, the 
mix of aircraft is substantial Within 15 
nautical miles of San Diego 
International Airport there are three 
general aviation airports (Montgomery, 
Brown, and Gillespie) and three military 
airports (NAS Miramar. NAS North 
Island and NAS Imperial Beach). In 
calendar year 1978, for example, the 
seven airports generated in excess of 1.2 
million aircraft operations. The 
proximity of these airports contribute to 
the collision potential between 
controlled and uncontrolled aircraft in 
the San Diego terminal airspace. To date 
in 1980. there have been several 
purported near midair collisions 
reported in the San Diego terminal area. 
In all but one instance, uncontrolled 
VFR general aviation aircraft were 
involved The mix of various types of 
aircraft using the airspace in and around 
San Diego International Airport also 
make it highly desirable to add the 
assurance that the flight paths of air 
carrier and other transponder equipped 
aircraft using this airport are contained 
within airspace free of uncontrolled 
aircraft. 

Many commenters referred to the near 
midair collision draft report originated 
by the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration (NASA) as support for 
the proposition that TCAs do not 
enhance safety. These commenters 
frequently stated that the NASA report 
was based on more recent information 
and indicated that more near midair 
collisions occur within the confines of a 
l CA than in other terminal airspace 
areas. 

The FAA has reviewed that draft 
report and the underlying data on which 
B is based. The data used to originate 


the NASA Draft Report was produced 
under the Aviation Safety Reporting 
System (ASRS). The ASRS is a 
voluntary reporting system and the 
commentaries received are not 
investigated to verify the specific 
information they contain. Consequently, 
incomplete, inaccurate, and multiple 
reports have been filed on the same 
incident and counted as individual 
incidents. In its findings. NASA reminds 
the reader of the limitations of the 
program. The FAA obtained copies from 
NASA of all data base incidents (July 1, 
1978, to November 30,1978). These 2,965 
nation-wide reports were analyzed 
using the near midair collision criteria 
as defined by both the FAA and NASA. 
Of those, 1,303 clearly did not meet the 
criteria and 301 were duplicate reports. 

The remaining 1.381 near midair 
collision reports were analyzed in light 
of the conclusions offered in the NASA 
Draft Report. The NASA Draft Report 
presented a comparison of terminal 
airspace at all locations covered by 
reports (low density to high density) and 
concluded that most hazardous 
incidents occur in high density areas. 
That is a primary reason why the FAA 
embarked upon the program to establish 
TCAs and TRSAs in those high density 
areas. Contrary to the impression of 
many commenters, the NASA Draft 
Report did not address the effectiveness 
of TCAs after they were established 
compared to the number of incidents 
reported before they were created. As 
noted previously, the FAA’s data that 
shows that after establishing a TCA 
there have been fewer hazardous 
incidents In that airspace than there 
were before it was established. 

B, Efficiency 

There were numerous comments that 
the proposed TCA configuration is an 
inefficient use of airspace and would 
benefit only a fraction of the airspace 
users. 

To design a safe and efficient positive 
control environment in a terminal area, 
it is necessary to tailor the airspace 
configuration to the specific needs of 
that area. The various types of aircraft 
that operate within the system and the 
basic requirements of all airports within 
the terminal area must be considered, 
along with the constraints imposed by 
terrain, weather conditions, and 
optimum traffic flows. In the case of the 
San Diego area, additional consideration 
must be given to the presence of an 
international border, the Pacific Ocean, 
and areas set aside for national defense 
purposes. The San Diego TCA was 
designed with all these considerations in 
mind. These considerations also 
underpin the seemingly complex design 


of the TCA. and are discussed under the 
heading “Discussion of Comments— 
Complexity/’ 

The routes and procedures currently 
used in the San Diego area have evolved 
through a carefully planned system of 
navigational aids and airways dictated 
by the factors mentioned, plus airport 
locations and the needs of the users. A 
description and graphic of the current 
traffic flows, airways, and navigational 
aids were prepared for evaluating the 
proposed TCA and are filed in the 
docket The TCA configuration adopted 
by this rule has in turn been developed 
to accommodate the present traffic flow 
and procedures in the San Diego area as 
well as the traffic flow to and from the 
high volume areas that interface with 
San Diego Approach Control. If current 
traffic flow and procedures were to be 
changed, it would mean significant 
delays in establishing the TCA 

The San Diego air traffic control 
system has been operating with a 
terminal radar service area (TRSA) 
since April 19,1979. The ATC service 
provided in a TCA is nearly identical to 
the service provided in a Stage III TRSA 
environment the main difference being 
that participation within the TCA 
airspace is not voluntary. The controller 
workforce at the San Diego ATC 
facilities have been able to handle the 
additional workload created by the 
TRSA with very little impact on the 
user. There is no reason to anticipate 
that controller workload will increase to 
the extent that system efficiency would 
suffer. Moreover, it is conceivable that 
present efficiency could increase 
somewhat because controllers will be 
dealing primarily with airspace that 
contains only identified and known 
aircraft This will greatly reduce the 
need to issue traffic advisories to known 
traffic concerning unidentified or 
unknown traffic in the area. Controllers 
may then devote more time to providing 
vectoring, spacing, and monitoring of 
flights, thus achieving a more efficient 
traffic How as well an enhanced levels 
of safety. However, incident to adopting 
this amendment, the FAA is initiating a 
pilot education program to enhance their 
awareness of the presence of the TCA 
and to assist them in developing the 
operational knowledge to fly in and 
around the TCA airspace in the most 
efficient manner. 

C. Complexity 

About half of the commenters 
expressed a general criticism of the 
proposed TCA because of its complex 
design. An even higher percentage of the 
comments on AOPA's petition favored 
the AOPA corridor design because of its 
relatively simple configuration. The 
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FAA is likewise desirous of simplicity in 
design; however, the AOPA’s corridors 
are not compatible with the specific 
needs of the San Diego area or existing 
conditions, including navigation aids 
and traffic flow of both VFR and IFR 
aircraft. 

In large measure, the complex TCA 
configuration is the result of an existing 
complicated airspace usage involving 
arrival and departure profiles to and 
from the numerous airports in the area 
and of the need to provide the desired 
level of safety without imposing 
unnecessary burdens on the users. It is 
necessary to use a multi-tiered 
configuration. A simpler configuration 
would not fully achieve the objectives of 
containing air traffic arrival and 
departure procedures within TCA 
airspace and would necessarily result in 
reduced safety margins or inefficient use 
of the airspace. 

In addition to the airspace needs for 
aircraft serving Lindbergh Field, TCA 
complexity flows from the interrelated 
air traffic requirements and types of 
civil and military aircraft operating to 
and from other airports in the San Diego 
area, geographic constraints of terrain, 
prevailing winds, air traffic flows, an 
international border, and military 
offshore warning area. The TCA size 
and shape evolved from a review of. and 
experience with, the airspace usage 
needs. Sufficient area is provided to 
allow for vectoring and sequencing of 
aircraft to and from Lindbergh Field in 
order to promote timely movement of 
airplanes from or to Bny of the six other 
local airports. Airspace is provided for 
VFR access through the area and to 
accommodate glider operations, 
parachutists, and hang gliders. 

The AOPA commented that the 
proposed TCA with its 17 sectors with 
varying "floors" is far too complicated 
for pilots to comprehend and apply in 
flight. They stated that pilots who wish 
to remain clear of the TCA would have 
extreme difficulty and would be 
required to refer to a terminal area chart 
and would become preoccupied and not 
free to look for traffic. They further 
stated that the traffic flows should be 
designed to fit sensible configurations. 
The AOPA also questioned how pilots 
can determine positions that are 
described by latitude and longitude or 
by surface highway numbering systems 
not visible from the air. 

The pilot is not expected to use the 
written regulatory airspace descriptions 
for navigation purposes. VFR charts are 
provided for VFR navigation and IFR 
charts for IFR operations. The VFR 
charts have a substantial number of 
visual landmarks, including highly 
visible roadways, supplemented with 


navigation information to provide 
guidance in and around the TCA. A pilot 
must be able to use these aeronautical 
materials, particularly while flying in or 
near busy terminal areas. Pilots have 
been using those charts for years to 
successfully navigate in and around the 
existing TCAs. As previously indicated, 
the FAA will work with users to develop 
more effective VFR charts and materials 
to include available VFR routes and 
altitudes. 

D. Cost 

There were many comments received 
concerning added costs that would be 
incurred by the implementation of a 
TCA. These include (1) the cost to 
acquire and install the avionics 
equipment necessary to operate in the 
TCA. if the aircraft is not already so 
equipped, and (2) the operating costs to 
fly within the TCA environment or to 
avoid it. The TCA will immediately 
provide the basis for service to all 
aircraft that are properly equipped. 

When considering the distribution of 
costs to the user, much has been said 
about it being the general aviation 
operators who are the most likely to 
incur the greater cost impact. To operate 
within the confines of the TCA, aircraft 
must be equipped with a transponder. 
From available data, it is estimated that 
53% of the single-engine aircraft and 89% 
of the multi-engine aircraft based in the 
Southern California area are already 
equipped with a transponder. The 
operators of the remaining aircraft will 
have to elect to incur the cost of a 
transponder in order to achieve the 
enhanced level of safety and ATC 
services or to operate outside the TCA 
airspace. Nevertheless, the FAA has 
made a concerted effort to design the 
TCA to accommodate those who wish to 
avoid the TCA airspace and to minimize 
the potential risks of operating on the 
periphery of the TCA. However, the 
options are clearly posed for the 
election of each operator to pursue 
whichever is appropriate to that 
operator’s situation. 

The operating costs Incurred by the 
transponder equipped operators who 
operate within the TCA airspace, as 
explained in the Airspace User Cost 
Impact Study, will be minimal. The FAA 
estimates that these costs can be 
equated in terms of a one-minute 
average ATC procedural delay during 
peak traffic periods. This delay is 
attributable, in part, to ATC procedures 
which include the time required to radar 
identify any VFR traffic and integrate 
that traffic into established IFR traffic 
flows. 

Some commenters stated that 
additional costs will be incurred by 


aircraft attempting to avoid the TCA. 
The TCA has been configured to provide 
north-south, point to point VFR cross 
country flying with a minimal amount of 
additional flight time or fuel being 
expended. For example, aircraft using 
the VFR corridor would in many cases 
use no more fuel than at present, and 
aircraft choosing to avoid the TCA by 
diverting eastward under Areas C and ) 
and over Area P would add about three 
miles to their flight paths. The distance 
between Tijuana (south of the TCA) and 
Palomar Airports (north of the TCA) is 
41 miles direct and 44 miles via the flight 
path just described to avoid the TCA. 
The resulting increase in fuel is 
considered insignificant. In addition, if 
requested. ATC may clear aircraft 
without a transponder through the TCA 
when such operations can be handled 
without undue risk to other operations 
in the TCA. In instances, where 
circumnavigation of the TCA becomes 
necessary, the areas avoided are 
locations where several reported near 
midair collisions and hazardous 
encounters with uncontrolled aircraft 
have occurred. 

Some flight training operations will 
incur additional costs since some 
current practice areas are within the 
TCA and may have to be relocated to 
more distant areas. The specific cost of 
these relocations cannot be determined 
without particular information about 
any new areas selected for training by 
those operators. 

Several commenters stated that the 
implementation of a TCA would create 
additional costs for the ATC system 
because it requires a larger work force 
and the purchase of additional ATC 
equipment by the FAA. The controller 
work force levels are not adjusted for 
the day-to-day fluctuation of traffic. 
Currently, the dally traffic volume at 
San Diego Approach Control varies from 
800 to 1600 operations. It is estimated 
that the average increase in number of 
aircraft handled would be no more than 
10%. At the present time, the additional 
traffic would not necessitate adding 
controllers or ATC equipment. If future 
demands on the TCA facilities do occur, 
of course, the FAA will not hesitate to 
make appropriate additions necessary to 
alleviate any problems that actually 
develop. 

£ Airspace Use Distribution 

Many commenters stated that most of 
the airspace In the FAA proposal was 
reserved for use by only 10% of the 
traffic (in terms of the total number of 
operations). The FAA recognizes the 
competing interests for use of the 
affected airspace and has fully 
considered those Interests in adopting 








18341 


Federal Register / Vol. 45. No. 56 / Thursday, March 20. 1980 / Rules and Regulations 


this configuration. The 10% figure dted 
by many commenters fails to reflect the 
ability of many general aviation aircraft 
and military aircraft to operate in the 
TCA. As previously discussed, available 
data indicates that 53% of the single- 
engine and 89% of the multi-engine 
aircraft based in Southern California are 
already equipped with a transponder. 
While the total number of operations is 
one factor to be considered the number 
of enplaned passengers within the 
terminal area is also an important 
aspect of assessing the need for. and 
benefits of. establishing a TCA at a 
particular location. The number of 
enplaned passengers is a key factor in 
fulfilling FAA's responsibilities of 
providing the highest level of air 
transportation safety. Airplane 
operations do not necessarily reflect 
that concern without identifying the 
nature of those operations. In evaluating 
the establishment of the TCA at San 
Diego, both factors have been fully 
considered 

The FAA, for example, has 
incorporated into the TCA configuration 
a north-south VFR corridor over San 
Diego International Airport (through 
Area A) from 3.300 to and including 
4,700 feet This corridor has been 
designed to allow transit of VFR aircraft 
through the approximate center of Area 
A without the need for ATC clearance. 
Under TCA rules, those airplanes may 
also be permitted to fly through the TCA 
when ATC can accommodate a request 
to do so safely and without adversely 
impacting on the ATC system. 

In response to comments concerning 
possible compression of VFR traffic in 
the area of Mission Valley (Area J), the 
floor was proposed at 4.800 feet after it 
was determined that this change would 
not derogate safety or ATC service 
within that area and would provide 
additional airspace outside the TCA for 
VFR traffic and other aircraft not 
equipped to operate within a TCA. 

Similarly, Area G was developed from 
previous portions of Areas C and D after 
it was determined that parachute and 
Rlider operators in the Lower Otay 
Reservoir Area would be unduly 
penalized if the floors remained at the 
original 3.500 and 4,800 feet, 
respectively. The floor was accordingly 
proposed at 7,800 feet in this limited 
area so that these activities could 
continue outside of the TCA. 

F Controller Workload 

A significant number of commenters 
felt that because of the increased control 
of VFR traffic, the TCA would impose 
an additional controller workload to the 
detriment of safety and providing ATC 
services. Conversely, there were many 


comments supporting the AOPA petition 
on the assumption that adoption of its 
recommendations would lessen 
controller workload. It is noted that 
neither of these arguments was made in 
the comments of the Professional Air 
Traffic Controllers Organization 
(PATCOJ which urged immediate 
implementation of a TCA in the San 
Diego area, preferably a Group I TCA. 

While it is anticipated that there will 
be a slight increase in the number of 
aircraft under positive control in the San 
Diego area, this increase has been 
estimated by the San Diego Approach 
Control facility to be less than 10%. This 
potential increase, however, is a 
necessary consequence of selecting the 
most effective overall airspace 
designation for safety and efficiency in 
the terminal area. 

Notwithstanding the possible increase 
in the number of aircraft under positive 
control in the San Diego terminal area, 
the workload of the controllers servicing 
this area may actually decrease rather 
than increase. There is presently a mix 
of controlled and uncontrolled traffic in 
the San Diego area; the TCA will place 
all traffic under positive ATC control. 
This will result in VFR traffic operating 
at assigned altitudes and on assigned 
headings. The controllers will know the 
intent of ail aircraft within the TCA 
which will obviate much of the need for 
traffic advisories presently issued in the 
TRSA. 

Contrary to many of the comments, 
the AOPA recommendation would likely 
increase, rather than decrease, 
controller workload. For example, 
because of the narrowness of the 
particular corridors recommended, an 
aircraft on a missed approach could not 
be vectored back into approach 
sequence, but would have to be handled 
as a departure. Only after the aircraft 
has climbed to 12,500 feet, could it then 
be routed to, and sequenced back into, 
the arrival corridor. 

The AOPA M eafety corridors** would 
require all turbojet aircraft using 
Lindbergh Field to use the approach and 
departure corridors. This increases the 
controller's workload and difficulty of 
accomplishing his task and would not 
provide protection to passengers in 
nonturbojet airplanes. 

During busy periods, because of their 
narrow lateral limits, sequencing within 
the corridors would become increasingly 
difficult. There is virtually no buffer 
space in which to vector aircraft for 
spacing. Additionally, because speed 
reductions frequently require an aircraft 
to level off or decrease the rate of 
descent increased controller vigilance 
would be required to keep a 
decelerating aircraft from exiting the 


corridor and entering uncontrolled 
airspace where it could be exposed to 
the higher risks of hazardous flight 
conflict with aircraft not under ATC 
positive control. 

The San Diego TCA is being adopted 
to provide airspace in which Air Traffic 
Control can better separate ail aircraft 
operating within this congested terminal 
airspace. The primary consideration in 
its adoption is safety, even if there were 
some of the increased controller 
workload suggested by some 
commenters. The overriding safety 
advantages more than outweigh the 
nominal manpower factors involved. If 
controller workload does increase 
beyond FAA expectations, the FAA will 
commit additional resources to ensure 
that desired safety objective is 
achieved. 

G. Compression of VFR Traffic Under 
the Terminal Control Area 

Many commenters felt that the 
proposed configuration would create an 
undue compression of VFR traffic at 
dangerously low altitudes under the 
floors of the TCA. The compression 
effect, it was urged, would force 
uncontrolled aircraft to operate at 
relatively low altitudes in limited 
airspace over water or adjacent to 
mountainous terrain. 

It is true that in some areas, aircraft 
operators who elect not to operate 
within the TCA airspace, will be also 
electing to conduct their operations over 
the same area at lower altitudes than 
they may presently operate. Every 
attempt, however, has been made to 
establish the floors of the TCA as high 
as possible. In most areas, adequate 
altitudes are provided for continued 
operations under normal conditions and 
in other cases the pilot must determine 
whether, under the existing conditions, 
the operation can be conducted safely. It 
is noted that most of the areas affected 
are those in which there is presently a 
higher risk of hazardous traffic conflict 
than that posed by the effects of the 
lower operating altitudes under visual 
flight conditions. 

The elimination of certain VFR flights 
along flyways within the TCA results in 
a reduced collision potential in those 
areas where those airplanes operated 
before establishing the TCA because all 
airplanes In those areas would be 
separated by ATC However, it can be 
assumed that operations might increase 
the traffic on flyways in those areas 
under and around the periphery of the 
TCA. The magnitude of that increase 
would relate to the level of increased 
activity in those areas and would 
depend on the elections of pilots to use 
those areas instead of the areas within 
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the TCA where the risks would be 
reduced. Conversely, it may also be 
assumed that operations on these 
flyways would not increase because of 
the natural dispersal of traffic by the 
configuration of the TCA. In the absence 
of specific data concerning the level of 
activity in those areas before 
establishing the TCA and the inability to 
anticipate the use of particular flyways 
by pilots electing to avoid the TCA. no 
specific factor of the relative collision 
risks can be projected. However, 
compared to the substantial collision 
risk reductions within the TCA, unless 
the risk increases dramatically outside 
the TCA. the overall effect of 
establishing the TCA would be positive 
for all airspace users. While no such 
increase is anticipated, or can be 
documented, the FAA will take any 
action necessary to ensure all 
operations are conducted safely. 

The "compression" issue was also 
raised at the various informal airspace 
meetings which were held in the San 
Diego area to obtain public participation 
in the development of an airspace 
description. In response to the many 
helpful comments, the FAA had already 
incorporated several changes in the 
proposed TCA configuration and has 
adjusted the airspace, where possible, to 
offer the least adverse impact to 
satellite airports, potential terrain 
hazards, and specific types of operation. 
This was accomplished by adding a VFR 
corridor, raising the floor in the area of 
Mission Valley (Area )), and subdividing 
Areas C and D to create Area G with a 
higher floor. Those changes were 
recognized by the FAA to be beneficial 
to the users of the airspace and would 
also assist in relieving any unnecessary 
effects of compression beneath the TCA. 

The intent of the FAA in proposing 
this TCA was to provide maximum 
freedom for all aircraft consistent with 
providing positive control and 
separation for those aircraft in the TCA. 
The configuration adopted by this 
amendment substantially achieves that 
goal. 

//. Alternative Proposals 

1. AOPA Petition . The AOPA's "safety 
corridors" have the virtue of simplicity 
in design, but. unlike the FAA's, 
modified corridor concept, do not permit 
the flexibility necessary for efficient 
application of ATC services and. thus, 
result in hidden complexity in ensuring 
safety and providing ATC services. 
Unfortunately, the AOPA’s step-down, 
step-up ceilings along the corridors is 
neither viable nor workable In the San 
Diego area. This airport is basically a 
one runway, singled flow airport, with 
the direction of operations dependent 


upon local weather conditions that 
dictate which of the different traffic 
flows is used (west. east, and in certain 
conditions landing to the east and 
departing to the west). The configuration 
the procedures recommended by AOPA 
do not provide adequate airspace and 
procedural flexibility to allow vectoring 
and routing of all traffic to efficiently 
accommodate these flows while 
containing traffic within corridor 
airspace. Because the FAA recognizes 
the interest and work that went into the 
AOPA petition, it is useful to explain in 
considerable detail the difficulties 
implementation of that proposal would 
invoke: 

a. Adoption of AOPA’s corridors 
would require redesigning virtually all 
present arrival/departure routes that are 
in use in the San Diego area. As 
discussed under "Analysis of 
Comments—Efficiency," these routes 
are part of a carefully planned, evolving 
system. Any changes to the system, 
would cause far reaching impacts. For 
example. AOPA’s Area "P* lies within 
the jurisdiction of three ATC facilities 
(San Diego Approach Control. Coast 
Approach Control, and Los Angeles 
Center). To reallocate the airspace in 
Area T would impact operations at all 
three facilities and require significant 
changes in their working relationships, 
including realignment of sector 
jurisdictions, communication links, radio 
frequency assignments, and possible 
staff reassignments. Further, Area "P* 
does not have the required lateral 
separation from Restricted Area R-2503. 
This restricted area is operated by the 
military continuously to 15,000 feet To 
change or reallocate this restricted area 
would also require changes to be made 
in the three facilities mentioned above 
and could adversely impact the conduct 
of the national defense mission. 

Further, recommended Area "J" lies 
within the airspace of two facilities (San 
Diego Approach Control and Los 
Angeles Center). In conjunction with 
Area "F." this change would adversely 
affect the overall traffic flows both into 
and out of San Diego Approach Control. 
Ontario Approach Control, and Los 
Angeles Center sectors, as well as their 
working relationships. 

b. The AOPA’s corridor’s would 
create unacceptable delays for virtually 
all users because turbojets would not be 
able to maneuver for spacing and 
remain within the corridors. For 
example, recommended Areas "E" and 
"D" are extremely narrow for air traffic 
purposes. There is insufficient airspace 
for vectoring in th^se areas to achieve 
spacing and metering of inbound or 
outbound traffic. Arrival traffic into San 


Diego is handled by two facilities (Los 
Angeles Center and Coast Approach 
Control); this traffic is received with 
altitude separation but not always with 
in-trail, lateral spacing. The approach 
controller at San Diego could not 
accomplish the spacing function in that 
limited amount of airspace allowed by 
the corridor. Thus, holding at an outer 
fix frequently would be necessary. 
Conversely, departing traffic to the 
northwest is handed off to two different 
facilities. Again, adequate airspace is 
not available to achieve an in-trail flow 
of at least five nautical miles before 
transferring control. In this case, a delay 
on the ground would be necessary. 

AOPA’s Areas "C." "B," and "G" are 
also extremely narrow and would not 
provide room for vectoring to establish 
separation and normal flow of traffic. In 
other words, without the ability to 
vector for spacing, particularly with a 
mix of slow and fast aircraft, numerous 
delays would be encountered because 
the only alternative would be to hold 
aircraft at outer fixes or on the ground, 
until spacing can be achieved. 

a The AOPA’s corridors would add 
about a 50% penalty in the distance and 
a proportionate increase in operating 
costs for aircraft, including general 
aviation aircraft, operating between San 
Diego and Los Angeles. Normally, 
arrivals would have to fly from 
Oceanside to Julian VORTAC rather 
than a relatively direct route from 
Oceanside to San Diego. When San 
Diego traffic is departing, flights with 
eastern destinations would be required 
to proceed northwest to Oceanside 
before proceeding east. 

d. In the event of a runway change, if 
an aircraft were In the corridor inbound, 
the recommended corridors would make 
it impossible for the aircraft to remain in 
positively controlled airspace where 
hazardous traffic conflicts are 
minimized and yet execute an approach 
to the new runway. 

e. The AOPA’s corridors would 
present air traffic controllers with 
extreme handicaps in attempting to 
provide services within the narrow, 
positively controlled airspace. That 
would significantly increase controller 
workload, as previously discussed. This 
would also decrease the controllers 
ability to provide timely other services 
to aircraft including general aviation 
aircraft. 

f. AOPA's Area “A" lies within the 
Montgomery Airport traffic area with a 
ceiling of 3.000 feet. This would require 
coordination with Montgomery before 
any flight could proceed Into Area "A.” 
This area would further reduce a control 
zone that is already compressed 
between the control zones of the 
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Miramar NAS and Lindbergh Field. 
Aircraft movements in the southern half 
of the Montgomery Airport traffic area 
would require ATC clearance and 
extensive control coordination between 
San Diego Approach Control and the 
Montgomery Air Traffic Control tower. 
This could adversely affect VFR 
operations at Montgomery Airport The 
3,000 feet ceiling would overly restrict 
departures using that area. For example, 
normal performance rates have shown 
that turbojets would have to level off at 
3,000 feet for several miles in order to 
stay within the “safety corridor/' 

g. APOA’s Area “IT* is also very 
narrow for ATC purposes and the base 
altitude is below the minimum vectoring 
altitude. This means that radar would 
not be effective in portions of Area **H“ 
And would preclude the use of some 
ATC radar procedures. This area also 
crosses the Gillespie and Montgomery 
final approach courses, presently a 
potentially dangerous situation and it 
also lies within the Gillespie Airport 
traffic area. This area would require 
each VFR flight from Montgomery or 
Gillespie Airports flying via airway V- 
66 to the east to get an ATC clearance to 
transit the airport traffic area through 
Area “H." 

h. The AOPA*s areas do not offer any 
protection to, or consideration of, the 
high volume of Navy jet fighter 
operations to and from NAS Miramar or 
NAS North Island. Those operations in 
terminal areas must be reflected in any 
resulting configuration of positive 
control airspace because of the 
demonstrated effect those operations 
have on the safe and efficient use of the 
San Diego terminal area by civilian 
aircraft 

L The AOPA, in their counter 
proposal offered several recommended 
route changes. For the following 
reasons, the FAA is not able to adopt 
those changes: 

(1) They do not conform to, and would 
be imcompatible with, established 
traffic flows of the adjacent ATC 
facilities—Los Angeles Center and 
Coast Approach Control. 

(2) The routes depicted for arrivals 
from the east landing on Runway 9 all 
penetrate existing restricted areas; e.g., 
AOPA arrival from Imperial penetrates 
R-2510, which is designated to 20,000 
feet continuously (sunrise to sunset, 
Monday through Friday, up to 50,000 
feet). In addition, this routing would 
take air carrier aircraft into areas where 
military jets are climbing on approved 
departure routes from Miramar Naval 
Air Station. March Air Force Base, and 
LI Toro Marine Corps Air Station. 

(3) The route depicted for arrivals 
from the Twenty-nine Palms VORTAC 


and Parker VORTAC penetrates or 
.passes dangerously close to Restricted 
Area R-2503 which is in use 
continuously to 15.000 feet. This route is 
not compatible with established traffic 
flows used by Los Angeles Center and 
Coast Approach Control 

(4) The arrival routes suggested from 
the northwest to Runway 27 at 
Lindbergh Field are longer and more 
time and fuel costly. Utilizing these 
routes would conflict with established 
military traffic flows creating serious 
safety hazards due to head-on and 
crossing traffic situations between air 
carriers and high performance military 
jets. 

j. Other. The AOPA’s 
recommendation does not provide 
airspace to contain aircraft executing 
missed approach procedures for ILS 
Runway 9. There is no provision made 
for arriving and departing aircraft to and 
from Mexico. 

To summarize, the AOPA 
recommendations do not conform to 
existing traffic flows. They would have 
the effect of funneling aircraft into a 
much smaller geographic area, therefore 
requiring more control of traffic flow, 
and causing more fuel consumption, and 
additional rerouting for traffic around 
the San Diego area. They would require 
a major redesign of airspace use in 
several areas of the West and 
Southwestern United States. They do 
not consider the high volume of Navy 
aircraft operations to and from NAS 
Miramar, NAS North Island, or NAS 
Imperial Beach. 

2. Proposal of the Mayor of San Diego. 
The Mayor of the City of San Diego 
submitted comments and an alternative 
proposal resulting from his efforts to 
reconcile the differences between the 
FAA proposal and the recommendations 
in the AOPA petition. The Mayor 
convened a meeting of airspace users 
that precipitated the several suggestions 
which hove certain favorable aspects, 
such as simplicity, reduced amounts of 
airspace being dedicated to the TCA. 
and accommodations for use of the 
natural. VFR flyways without the need 
for ATC clearances. The following 
summarizes the major points of that 
recommendation and provides the 
reasons they are not acceptable at this 
time: 

a. Reconfigure Area N so that its 
eastern boundary would be offshore in 
the proximity of a 320” radial of the 
Mission Bay VORTAC. The Mayor felt 
this would provide a VFR flyway for 
general aviation along the coastline. 

The FAA design accommodates the 
specific need for a flyway in that area. 
For example, a northwest bound flight at 
4,500 feet can proceed through the VFR 


corridor (through Areas "J*" "O/* and 
**N**) out of the TCA airspace. A 
southbound flight can fly the reverse of 
that route at 3.500 feet. Further, with the 
exception of a 4.5-mile stretch along the 
coastline in Area O, the coastal area 
from the Mission Bay VORTAC to a 
point 4.5 miles Southeast of the 
Oceanside VORTAC is not TCA 
airspace and is an adequate flyway 
along the coastline for non-TCA aircraft 
Area N, as defined in the FAA design, U 
necessary for efficient and safe 
operations when the Lindbergh 
departures are utilizing Runway 9. The 
base of Area N is 6,800 feet which 
provides room for VFR activity along 
airway V-23. 

b. Amend the TCA proposal in Areas 
A. B, C, D. E, F. K. L, M. and possibly N, 
so that a one-way traffic flow to and 
from Lindbergh Field would be possible. 
The Mayor suggested this would reduce 
the risk of midair collisions over the 
Mission Valley approach to Areas) and 
A east of the field by eliminating the 
downwind approaches to Runway 27. 
While it is not clear from the suggestion 
specifically what is contemplated, it 
appears that it would involve different 
TCA configurations depending on which 
direction takeoffs and landings are 
being made. 

Lindbergh operations require 
flexibility allowing utilization of all 
runway directions and a changing TCA 
configuration would not ensure that all 
pilots would know which configuration 
was in efTect or when it was changed 
from one to another. Depending upon 
weather factors an east flow or west 
flow of traffic is required. Each 
proposed TCA area was designed for 
the safe, and efficient operations that 
could be dictated in large measure by 
weather conditions. A changing TCA 
configuration would introduce 
unacceptable and unnecessary risk 
factors for operations in attempting to 
provide flexibility and reduce the 
amount of terminal airspace affected. 

c. Provide a navigational aid east of 
Area C, so that a new flyway could be 
used to channel traffic to and from the 
northwest and Los Angeles. The Mayor 
suggested that the combination of this 
new flyway and the two suggestions 
previously discussed would 
“imaginatively change** the TCA to 
afford the “straight in and the straight 
out** objectives presented by AOPA. 

A navigational aid to serve this area 
is currently budgeted for and should be 
installed by the Fall of this year. 
Adjustments in route structure and. thus, 
the TCA may result from the additional 
navigational aid at that time. 

d. Retain the altitudes proposed by 
FAA in areas such as D. E. F, L, and M 
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to provide the “highest degree” of air 
transportation safety for air carrier 
service. The Mayor suggested this would 
be a distinct advancement over the level 
of protection in other TCAt. Absent the 
positive controlled airspace between the 
top of the TCA and the Continental 
Control Area, many near midair 
collision situations can develop. By 
adopting a modification of the AOPA 
concept which he called a “channel.” as 
distinguished from a “corridor/' it would 
appear feasible to have multiple 
(nonchannel} areas with the TCA top at 
7,000 feet 

The flow of traffic in the San Diego 
area is unique with respect to the 
number of airports and the geographical 
location. For example. IFR flights into 
the Mexico airspace are generally 
required to cross the border at 13.000 
feet Jet traffic IFR into Miramar Naval 
Air Station proceeds through the TCA at 
10,000 to 12,000 feet The FAA's 
evaluation of traffic flows and 
complexity factors indicate that the 
12,500-foot ceiling, as specified in the 
FAA design is required for conducting 
the safe and efficient operations in the 
San Diego area. If appropriate, based on 
sufficient operational experience with 
the TCA, the Area A and adjacent 
ceilings may be adjusted in the future. 

3. A Group I TCA should be installed 
instead of a Group II TCA . as proposed. 
Numerous commenters recommended 
establishing a Group I TCA. rather than 
the Group U TCA proposed in Airspace 
Docket 18005/79-AWB-17. because it 
would provide an additional degree of 
control over aircraft operating in the 
TCA airspace. 

The basic differences between Group 
I and II TCAs are that in a Group I TCA 
an altitude encoding transponder, and a 
private pilot rating or better are 
required. Those are in addition to the 
basic requirements for operating in a 
Group II TCA where a two-way radio, 
VOR or TACAN, and radar beacon 
transponder are required. Most 
commenters who recommended 
establishing a Group I TCA in San Diego 
focused on the need for the altitude 
encoder to provide an additional 
measure of safety. 

Consideration of a requirement for an 
altitude encoder necessarily includes 
considering the particular circumstances 
presented in the terminal area that may 
tend to indicate that the flight 
information provided by an encoder 
would significantly enhance ATC’s 
ability to control aircraft safely and 
efficiently. It is noted, however, that the 
level of ATC sevices provided is not 
different in a Group I TCA where an 
encoder is required 


Since the existing San Diego TCA 
proposal was to establish a Group U 
TCA, without supplementary notice and 
proceedings the additional requirements 
incident to a Group I TCA. including the 
requirement for an altitude encoder, 
could not be adopted without a 
compelling public interest basis. 
Whether carriage of an altitude encoder 
should be required in Group II TCAs 
generally or redesignate any particular 
Group II as a Group I TCA are Issues 
whose importance transcends this 
rulemaking proceeding. An examination 
of them will be made under separate 
review. The FAA will monitor the 
effectiveness of the Group Q TCA in San 
Diego and consider making whatever 
changes are necessary to provide an 
improvement including implementing a 
Group I TCA or requiring an altitude 
encoder if operational experience 
proves it is warranted. 

4. Dodds'Recommendation to Modify 
the TCA. The commenter submitted a 
“compromise” TCA design unofficially 
offered by the AOPA without 
withdrawing the proposal contained in 
their petition for rulemaking. It 
recommended an airspace configuration 
somewhat similar to the FAA's basic 
design but simplifies the specific areas 
covered and would limit certain areas 
ceilings at 0.000 or 7,000 feet. However, 
it also poses the need to modify some of 
the air traffic flow patterns currently 
being used and would adversely affect 
the efficiency of traffic flow in die entire 
San Diego terminal area. More 
importantly, it would also significantly 
reduce the TCA's ability to provide an 
adequate basis for positive control of all 
aircraft In the areas needing the 
enhanced degree of air transportation 
safety. The following discussion 
summarizes the Dodds proposal and 
provides the reasons the 
recommendations are not acceptable at 
this time: 

a. Area A should not include a VFR 
corridor and only go up to 8,000 feet to 
permit overflight. The proposed VFR 
corridor is far too restrictive to be safe. 
Also, the tops of Areas B,), and I should 
be at 6,000 feet and Area K at 7,000 feet, 
for overflight of the TCA. A primary 
benefit of this recommendation is to 
provide additional, non-TCA airspace 
for flights between the areas north of the 
TCA and Mexico. 

The proposed VFR corridor allows 
northbound VFR flights from the south 
of the TCA. including departures from 
Brown Field to climb on course. Tho 
recommended change would require the 
same departure to turn and climb east or 
west (avoiding the Mexican Border) to 
sufficient altitude to be above 6,000 feet 


before proceeding north over Areas A. 
B. or I and 7,000 feet before continuing 
flight along the coastline on airway V- 
23. Other northbound flights also would 
have to climb above the 6.000* or 7,000- 
foot TCA ceiling. Flights from the north 
into Brown Field would have to reverse 
the flight path and descend within the 
narrow band of airspace between the 
TCA and the Mexican Border. Flights 
into Mexico would be required to fly 
over the TCA and then descend rapidly 
into Tijuana airport for the Mexican 
customs clearance before proceeding 
south. The primary impact of this would 
be borne by general aviation and other 
aircraft that are not transponder 
equipped. 

The published holding patterns 
airspace areas for the east flow and 
west flow would be affected by those 
areas where the ceiling would be 
reduced to 6,000 or 7,000 feet (A. B, C, I, 
J, K, AND O). “Holding" of aircraft is 
normally accomplished at 5,000 to 12,000 
feet If this recommendation were 
adopted, aircraft would have to be held 
above the TCA airspace or at new 
holding fixes that would have to be 
established in outer areas or beyond. 
Holding at the outer fixes would be 
costly in fuel and time because of the 
distance, speed and low altitude 
operating requirements. Holding at the 
current published fixes would reduce 
the ability to separate all aircraft by 
eliminating the mix of controlled and 
uncontrolled traffic. 

b. Raise the Area C floor from 3,500 
feet to 3,800 feet to be consistent with 
the other floors and simplify the areas 
for pilots. The ceiling would remain at 
12,500 feet 

The floors of “C* are based on the 
require outer fix crossing at 3,700 feet 
for the back course ILS approach for 
Runway 27. The 200-foot buffer provides 
the necessary measure of safety 
between VFR aircraft and those making 
an instrument approach. The 
recommended 3,600-foot crossing would 
require aircraft executing that 
instrument approach to temporarily exit 
the TCA airspace, thereby reducing the 
effectiveness of the TCA for separating 
controlled and uncontrolled aircraft in 
that area. 

c. Eliminate Area H as a separate area 
and expand Area I into the Area H 
airspace to accommodate current 
procedures that have jets arriving from 
the east on a right downwind and radar 
vectored for the ILS to Runway 9. 

While this suggestion provides the 
latitude necessary to ensure that Area I 
(as modified) would extend adequately 
to the west and south to accommodate 
arrivals to Runway 9 under current 
procedures and traffic flow, it would 
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still adversely affect other operations at 
Lindbergh held and NAS North Island. 
Because of traffic considerations, 
eastbound departures from Runway 27 
normally must be vectored in this area 
before reaching an altitude at which 
they may be turned east. Both arrivals 
and departures from the NAS North 
Island are based on utilizing Area IT 
as part of the TCA. 

In weighing the benefits to be 
achieved in this comer of the TCA, 
consideration was given to the need for 
operational flexibility weighed against 
any burden of aircraft not using the 
TCA. The area involved is about ten 
miles from the coast-line over open 
waters not frequently used by general 
aviation aircraft or other aircraft not 
equipped for over-water flights. Since a 
significant contribution to the purposes 
of the TCA is achieved by including 
Area H within the TCA. the nominal 
burden on other aircraft is not a 
compelling reason for eliminating it as 
recommended. 

d. Eliminate Area N as a separate 
area and expand Areas L and M into 
portions of Area N airspace; the floors 
of Area L (as modified) should be 2,800 
feet and Area M (as modified) should be 
4.800 feet The ceiling of each would 
remain at 12,500 feet. 

Area **N," in conjunction with Areas 
“L” and "M." is required for vectoring, 
sequencing, and separating departures 
and arrivals to and from the north. 
Further, these areas were designed to 
accommodate traffic flows to and from 
areas under the jurisdiction of adjacent 
ATC facilities. Arrivals and departure 
routes (civil and military) proceed 
through these areas. To change the 
design as suggested would impact traffic 
flows not only in the San Diego area but 
also in Coast Approach Control and the 
Los Angeles Center. 

e. Eliminate Areas P and Q. TCAs 
aren’t supposed to be for military 
aviation. A military operations area 
(MOA) should be chartered for NAS 
Miramar. 

Areas P and Q are required to allow 
room for separating high performance 
military jets from other users of the 
terminal area. The concept of TCA does 
not automatically exclude military 
airports, particularly when including 
them within the positive control 
environment contributes significantly to 
providing the enhanced degree of air 
transportation safety, such as in the San 
Diego terminal area. During calendar 
year 1979. military pilots filed more than 
20 reports of required evasive action 
involving uncontrolled VFR aircraft in or 
along the final approach of NAS 
Miramar. The Navy requested to be 
included in the TCA airspace. The 


request was reflected In the proposed 
TCA to ensure that potentially 
hazardous traffic conflicts involving 
military aircraft and dvil aircraft could 
be reduced in the positive control 
environment 

The MOA concept recommended by 
the commenter would allow 
uncontrolled VFR flights to continue to 
transit these high density traffle areas, 
thereby permitting the existing hazard to 
continue without resolution. It also 
would fail to provide the enhanced 
degree of safety for passenger carrying 
dvil aircraft. 

L Eliminate Area O and substitute a 
smaller, new area between 4.800 feet 
and 7,000 feet to accommodate arrivals 
from Los Angeles landing on Runway 27. 

The commenter did not clearly specify 
where the new area would be located; 
the graphic provided depicts an area 
generally fitting the description but 
which is doubly labeled—one showing 
the altitudes 4.800 and 7.000 feet, the 
other indicating it would be part of the 
recommended MOA just discussed If 
the latter is the suggestion, the previous 
discussion applies to it If the suggestion 
is the former, the FAA proposed 6,800 to 
12,500 feet area would be significantly 
reduced That reduction would 
adversely affect both arrivals and 
departures, specifically Runway 9 
departures turning north would have to 
remain below 7,000 feet for 
approximately 20 miles in order to stay 
within the TCA where separation from 
uncontrolled aircraft is provided. 
Arrivals for Runway 27 would have to 
descend prematurely to 7.000 feet at 
least 20 miles from die airport to enter 
the TCA from the north through the new 
area. 

5. Other Recommendations to Modify 
the TCA . Some of the other commenters 
recommended modifications to the 
proposed TCA, which, while they 
differed in specific details, raise issues 
similar in material respects to those 
previously discussed. Those 
recommendations have similar 
attractive features and present the same 
alternatives to be weighed in evaluating 
their advantages and disadvantages. As 
attractive as many of those features are, 
as previously discussed, they would 
require significant tradeoffs with the 
other objectives of this rulemaking 
action, including deferral of an 
appropriate and timely response to the 
recognized need to provide safety 
enhancement in the San Diego terminal 
area. 

Many of the comments recommending 
alternate configurations and procedures 
neglected to submit sufficient 
information of the anticipated impacts 
necessary for a more thorough 
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evaluation of the recommendations. 
Detailed evaluations are needed before 
such recommendations could be 
implemented with any assurance they 
are responsive to local needs and 
consistent with the objective of 
providing the highest level of aviation 
safety in the area. In light of the existing 
air traffle situation in San Diego, it 
would not be appropriate to delay or 
withhold taking immediate, available 
action that has been subjected to 
thorough review and public 
participation while conducting 
evaluations of yet further alternatives 
that are recommended but not subjected 
to the public notice and comment 
rocedures of rulemaking. However, 
ased on future operational experience 
with this San Diego TCA, some of these 
suggestions may provide the basis for 
subsequent changes that are shown to 
be appropriate. 

Economic Impacts 

The FAA has thoroughly assessed the 
costs of establishing the San Diego TCA. 
A comprehensive economic assessment, 
covering the entire program as described 
in the Plan for Enhanced Safety was 
made available to attendees at informal 
airspace meetings held in San Diego on 
March 20-22,1979. and was placed in 
the Regional and Washington dockets 
for public comment The assessment 
includes system-wide assumptions 
concerning the impact of all 44 originally 
proposed new TCAs, including the San 
Diego. California. TCA proposaL Since 
seven of the original sites are no longer 
under current consideration, the cost 
impact system-wide is even less but the 
underlying assumptions are still applied 
to the remaining candidate sites. In 
addition, to determine whether these 
general assumptions are valid for the 
particular TCA airspace description 
proposed for San Diego, California, the 
FAA Western Regional Office prepared 
a detailed draft addition to the broad 
national study. This Regional economic 
assessment was appended to the 
national assessment and was also in the 
Regional and Washington dockets. The 
Regional assessment has been up-dated 
on the basis of comments received and 
information available to the FAA before 
adopting this amendment. 

Environmental Assessments 

In a manner similar to that described 
above for the national and local 
economic assessments, an 
environmental assessment was 
prepared, which addresses the overall 
national environmental effect of the 44 
proposed TCAs. That assessment 
addresses the aircraft noise, aircraft 
emissions, and fuel consumption 
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impacts of the program as a whole, and 
concludes that these impacts would not 
significantly affect the quality of the 
human environment. That national 
assessment is in the Regional and 
Washington dockets. In addition, as 
with the economic study, the program- 
wide assessment has been 
supplemented with an environmental 
assessment prepared by the Regional 
Office, responding to the site-specific 
impacts of the San Diego, California, 
TCA proposal. This local assessment 
was likewise in both dockets for public 
comments and has been up-dated to 
reflect the proposed action of adopting 
this amendiment 

Airspace Outsido the United States 

As part of this rule relates to the 
navigable airspace outside the United 
States, the notice announcing this rule 
was submitted in consonance with the 
International Civil Aviation 
Organization (ICAO) International 
Standards and Practices. 

Applicability of International 
Standards and Recommended Practices 
by the Air Traffic Service. FAA, in areas 
outside domestic airspace of the United 
States, is governed by Article 12 and 
Annex 11 to the Convention on 
International Civil Aviation, which 
pertains to the establishment of air 
navigational facilities and services 
necessary to promote safe, orderly, and 
expeditious flow of civil air traffic. Their 
purpose Is to ensure that civil flying on 
international air routes is carried out 
under uniform conditions designed to 
improve the safety and efficiency of air 
operations. 

The International Standards and 
Recommended Practices in Annex 11 
apply in those parts of the airspace 
under the jurisdiction of a contracting 
State, derived from ICAO, wherein air 
traffic services are provided and also 
whenever a contracting State accepts 
the responsibility of providing air traffic 
services over high seas or in airspace of 
undertermined sovereignty. A 
contracting State accepting such 
responsibility may apply the 
International Standards and 
Recommended Practices to civil aircraft 
in a manner consistent with that 
adopted for airspace under its domestic 
jurisdiction. 

In accordance with Article 3 of the 
Convention on International Civil 
Aviation. Chicago. 1944, State aircraft 
are exempt from the provisions of 
Annex 11 and its Standards and 
Recommended Practices. As a 
contracting State, the United States 
agreed by Article 3(d) that its State 
aircraft will be operated in international 


airspace with due regard for the safety 
of civil aircraft. 

Since this action involves, in part the 
designation of navigable airspace 
outside the United States, the 
Administrator has consulted with the 
Secretary of State and the Secretary of 
Defense in accordance with the 
provisions of Executive Order 10354. 

Immediate Implementation and Pilot 
Awareness 

The purpose of this amendment in 
establishing a Group II TCA in the San 
Diego, California, terminal area, is to 
provide the highest degree of aviation 
safety as soon as practicable. It adopts 
an immediately available course of 
action based on the proposals contained 
in Airspace Docket 18605/70-AWE-17 
to require positive air traffic control of 
all aircraft in the terminal airspace and 
thereby achieve enhanced safety and 
efficiency by reducing the potential for 
hazardous traffic conflicts. While 
publishing this amendment achieves 
legal notice of the existence of the 
regulatory requirements, effective 
implementation dictates that each pilot 
of an aircraft operating in the San Diego 
area become familiar with those 
requirements and that compliance be 
achieved in a timely manner. Pilot 
education is an important aspect of 
achieving the enhanced safety 
objectives. 

In that connection, the FAA 
recognizes that pilots rely extensively 
on aeronautical charts for air 
navigation, as well as other aeronautical 
materials for familiarizing themselves 
with all available information 
concerning a particular operation. The 
FAA has worked with the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, National Ocean Survey, 
in expediting production and 
distribution of a special VFR Terminal 
Area chart as soon as possible to fill the 
need for such a chart in conjunction 
with this amendment. Further, the San 
Diego TCA must also be depicted on 
other air navigation charts to ensure 
broader pilot awareness of the existence 
of the TCA. Revised enroute 
aeronautical charts are scheduled to be 
effective on May 15,1980. In order to 
ensure timely and widespread 
communication of the existence of a 
Group U TCA in San Diego, the FAA has 
expedited chart production and 
distribution to have the necessary charts 
available to the operators and pilots 
affected as part of that charting cycle. 
Otherwise, the safety benefits of this 
amendment either would have to be 
delayed until the next regular visual 
series charting date (August 7,1930) or 
to depend on a special issuance of 


charts during the effective period of the 
regular edition. While the FAA 
concludes that the safety benefits of this 
omendment should not be delayed until 
August for reasons of charting, it also 
recognizes the problems involved in 
providing new charts during the normal 
use period, that is before the expiration 
of the current Los Angeles sectional 
chart. However, the special VFR 
Terminal Area Chart coincides with the 
May 15 enroute charting cycle. The 
availability of the new charts will be 
given widespread publicity and 
announcement to aeronautical interests 
affected by this amendment. 

Adoption of the Amendment and Denial 
of the AOPA Petition for Rulemaking 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Federal Aviation Administration hereby 
takes the following actions: 

(1) Notice is hereby given in 
accordance with Part 11 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 11) 
that the petition of the Aircraft Owners 
and Pilots Association, dated November 
29.1979, requesting the FAA to 
commence rulemaking proceedings to 
provide a special air traffic rule for the 
San Diego, California, terminal area is 
hereby denied. 

(2) Section 71.401(b) of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
Part 71 as republished at 45 FR 669; 
January 2,1980); is amended, effective 
May 15,1980, by adding a new Group U 
Terminal Control Area to read as 
follows: 

Subpart K—Terminal Control Areas 

$71,401 Designation. 

• • • • • 

(b) Group II. Terminal Control Areas: 


Son Diego, Calif.. Control Ares 

Primary Airports 

1. San Diego. Calif. (Lindbergh Field). (Lit. 
32*43*58** N n Long. 117*11*14** W.). 

2. Miramar NAS, Miramar. Calif., (Let. 
32*52*30** N„ Long. 117*08*15" W.). 

Boundaries. Based on the Mission Bay 
VORTAC ("Mission Bay *:MZB) (Lat 
32*46 57*’ N„ Long. 117*13’29*’ W.) arcs. DME 
distances, and redials and the Miramar NAS 
TACAN (Lat 32*52*11** N.. Long. 117*09*14" 
W.). 

Southern boundary of the San Diego TCA 
Is 3 nautical miles north of the United States/ 
Mexico border beginning at Lat 32*33*00" W., 
Long. 117*31*00** W., and extending to Lat 
32*38*30" N„ Long. 118*29*00" W.; the United 
States/Mexico border is referred to as "the 
border." 

Area A. That airspace extending upward 
from the surface to and including 1Z500 feet 
MSL within an area bounded on the west by 
a 5 statute-mile radius ere of Mission Bay. on 
the east by a 10-mile radius arc of Miss km 
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Bay, on the north by the Mission Bay 325* 
and 099* radials and on the south by an 
extension of the Lindbergh Pield/NAS North 
Island Control Zone linn, excluding that 
airspace from 3.300 feet to 4.700 feet MSI. in 
an area beginning at the Mission Bay 009* 
radial and bounded on the west by Interstate 
5 south to Interstate 8 thence direct to LaL 
32 * 44 * 15 ” N.. Long. 11712*30” W., direct to 
Lat 32*41*00” N.. Long. 1171*40* W„ to 
intercept and proceed along the Silver Strand 
Highway to the Mission Bay lO-mile radius 
arc. and on the east via Highway 183 south to 
Interstate 5 thence south via Interstate 5 to 
the Mission Bay 10-mile radius arc. 

Area B. That airspace extending upward 
from 1300 feet MSL to and including 12,500 
feet MSL between the Mission Bay 10-mile 
and 15-mile radii arcs bounded on the north 
by the Mission Bay 099* radial and on the 
south by an extension of the Lindbergh Field/ 
NAS North Island Control Zone line. 

Area C. That airspace extending upward 
from 3,500 feet MSL to and including 12,500 
feet MSL between the Mission Bay 15-mile 
snd 20-mile radii arcs bounded on the north 
by t line between the Mission Bay 099* and 
090* radials end on the south by the 
Lindbeigh Field/NAS North Island Control 
Zone line extension to 3 miles north of the 
border thence via the Mission Bay 173-mile 
radius arc to the Mission Bay 120* radial 
thence east to the Mission Bay 115* radial 
and the 20-mile radius arc intersection. 

Area D. That airspace extending upward 
from 4,800 feet MSL to and including 12,500 
feet MSL between the Mission Bay 20-mile 
and 23-mile radii arcs bounded on the north 
by • line between the Mission Bay 090* and 
067* radials and on the south from the 23-mile 
radius arc intersection st 3 miles north of the 
border, to the Mission Bay 115* radial at the 
20-mile radius arc intersection. 

Ares B. That airspace extending upward 
from 5,800 feet MSL to and including 12,500 
feet MSL between the Mission Bay 23-mile 
and 28-mile radii arcs bounded on the north 
by • line between the Mission Bay 081* and 
084* radials and on the south by the line 3 
miles north of the border. 

Area P. That airspace extending upward 
from 7,800 feet MSL to ond including 12,500 
fee! MSL between the Mission Bay 28-mile 
mdius arcs and by a line 3 miles north of the 
border to Long. 110*29*00” W.. then along 
Ung 116*29 00” W„ to Lat. 32*58*00** N., 
bounded on the north by a line between the 
Mission Bay 084* radial and the Mission Bay 
068* radial/38.5 DME fix and by a line 
between the Mission Bay 068’ radial/36.5 
DME fix and Lat. 32*58*00” N. 

Area C. That airspace extending upward 
from 7,800 feet MSL to and including 1Z500 
f<*t MSL bounded on the west by a line from 
the Mission Bay 17.8-mile radius arc between 
Lindbergh Fleld/NAS North island Control 
Zone line extension intersecting 3 miles north 
of the bolder and the Mission Bay 120* radial 
on the north by a line between the Mission 
120* radial/17.8 DME fix and the Mission 
Ray lis* radial/20 DME fix. on the east by a 
hne between the Mission Bay 115* radial/20 
UME fix and Mission Bay 23-mile radius arc 
3*mile line north of the border and on 
the south by the 3-mile line north of the 
border. 


Area H. That airspace extending upward 
* from 5,800 feet MSL to and including 12,500 
feet MSL bounded on the west by a line 
between Lat. 32*33*00” N., Long. 117*30*45*’ 
W„ and Lat 32*43*33” N.. Long 117*3612” W„ 
to an extension of the Lindbergh Field/NAS 
North Island Control Zone line at the Mission 
Bay 10-mile radius arc thence 
counterclockwise to the eastern extension of 
the Lindbergh Fleld/NAS North Island 
Control Zone line thence via that extension 
to the line 3 miles north of the border thence 
via that line to the point of beginning. 

Area L That airspace extending upward 
from 2.800 feet MSL to and including 12,500 
feet MSL bounded on the north and east by 
an extension of the Lindbergh Field/NAS 
North Island Control Zone line and on the 
south by the 10-mile radius arc of Mission 
Bay. excluding that airspace from 3,300 feet 
to 4.700 feet MSL in the corridor excluded 
under the description in Area A. 

Area J. That airspace extending upward 
from 4,800 feet MSL to and including 12,500 
feet MSL bounded on the south beginning at 
the Mission Bay VORTAC thence via the 
Mission Bay 079* radial to the 15-mile DME 
fix thence via a line to the Mission Bay 067* 
radial/23 DME fix thence counterclockwise 
on the 23-mile arc to the Mission Bay 081* 
radial thence via a line to the Mission Bay 
065* radial/10 DME fix extending to the NAS 
Miramar Control Zone clockwise to the south 
and along an extension of the NAS Miramar 
Control Zone line westward to the Mission 
Bay 325* radial and along the 325* radial to 
the point of beginning. 

Area K. That airspace extending upward 
from 1.800 feet MSL to and including 12.500 
feet MSL between the Mission Bay 5-miie and 
13-mile radii arcs bounded on the northwest 
by the Mission Bay 325* radial and on the 
south by the Lindbergh Fleld/NAS North 
Island Control Zone west extension. 

Area L That airspace extending upward 
from 2,800 feet MSL to and including 12,500 
feet MSL between the Mission Bay 13-mile 
and 21-mile radii arcs bounded on the 
northwest by the Mission Bay 325* radial, on 
the south by the Lindbergh Field/NAS North 
Island Control Zone west extension to Lat 
32*43 33** N„ Long. 117*36*32” W„ and on the 
west to LaL 32*46*45” N., Long 117*38*22” W„ 
at the intersection of the 21-mile radius arc of 
Mission Bay. 

Area M. That airspace extending upward 
from 4.800 feet MSL to and including 12,500 
feet MSL from the Mission Bay 21-mile radius 
arc beginning at LaL 32*46*45** N- Long. 
117*38*22” W., thence via a line to Lat. 
32*53*00” N.. Long. 117*41*40” W„ thence via 
a line to LaL 33*05*00” N„ Long. 117*51*55” 

VV„ thence via a line to Mission Bay 325* 
radlal/31.5 DME fix thence via 325* radial to 
the Mission Bay 21-mile DME fix thence via 
the 21-mile radius arc counterclockwise to 
point of beginning. 

Area N. That airspace extending upward 
from 6.000 feet MSL to and including 12,500 
feet MSL beginning at the Mission Bay 325* 
radial/16-mile DME fix thence via the 
Mission Bay 325* radial to the Mission Bay 
31,5 DME fix thence direct to the Mission 357* 
radial/22.5 DME fix thence direct to the 
Mission Bay 047* radial/10.5 DME fix thence 
counterclockwise via the Miramar NAS 


Control Zone to the Miramar TACAN 300* 
radial thence direct to point of beginning. 

Area O. That airspace extending upward 
from 1.500 feet MSL to and including 2.500 
feet MSL and that airspace extending upward 
from 6.800 feet MSL to and including 12.500 
feet MSL beginning at the Mission Bay 325* 
radial and a line extended from the NAS 
Miramar Control Zone thence via the Mission 
Bay 325* radial to the Mission Bay 16-mile 
DME fix thence direct to the intersection of 
the Miramar TACAN 300* radial and the 
Miramar NAS Control Zone thence south via 
Interstate 805 to the southern edge of the 
Miramar NAS Control Zone thence westward 
via an extension of the Miramar NAS Control 
Zone line to the point of beginning. 

Area P. That airspace extending upward 
from the surface to and including 3,000 feet 
MSL and that airspace from 6.000 feet MSL to 
and including 12.500 feet MSL within a 5 
statute-mile radius arc of NAS Miramar, 
excluding that area south of the NAS 
Miramar Control Zone and that area west of 
Interstate 605. 

Area Q. That airspace extending upward 
from the surface to and including 6,000 feet 
MSL within 2 statute miles on each sida of 
the NAS Miramar TACAN 078* radial 
extending from the 5 statute-mile radius zone 
to 10 miles east of the TACAN. 

(Secs. 307. 313(a). and Ilia of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C 55 1348. 
1354(a). and 1510); Executive Order 10854 (24 
FR 9565); Sec. 6(c). Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. § 1655(c)) 

Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
document involves s regulation which is not 
significant under Executive Order 12044. as 
implemented by DOT Regulatory Policies and 
Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 26.1979). 
However, establishment of this terminal 
control area in concert with the proposed 
establishment or alteration of many otber 
terminal control areas has been determined 
to be significant Therefore, this action is 
Included in the final evaluation prepared in 
coniunction with that comprehensive action. 
Copies of the evaluation are in the 
Washington and Regional dockets, and may 
be obtained by contacting the person 
identified above under the caption "FOR 
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT * * *** 

Issued in Washington. D.C. on March 15. 
1980. 

Langhorne Bond. 

Administrator. 

BILLING COOC 4*10-1*41 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 

education, ano welfare 

Office of Human Development 
Services 

National Institute of Handicapped 
Research; Rehabilitation Research and 
Demonstration Program 

agency: National Institute of 
Handicapped Research (NIHR), Office 
of Human Development Services, 
Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare. 

action: Solicitation of Scientific Peer 
Review Committee Members to Review 
NIHR Grant Applications During Fiscal 
Year I960. _ 

summary: The NIHR, in conjunction 
with its competitive grant review 
process and scientific peer review of 
grant applications, requests that persons 
willing to serve as members of NIHR 
scientific peer review committees and 
review the scientific/technical merit of 
grant applications assigned to the 
committees during Fiscal Year 1980 
should submit a current curriculum vitae 
to the following address: 

Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare. National Institute of Handicapped 
Research, 3418 Switzer Building. 330 C 
Street SW M Washington. D.C 20201. Attn: 
Peer Review Unit 

dates: Open. 

Reviewer Qualifications 

NIHR is seeking persons with a 
scientific/professional background in 
the following fields: 

Rehabilitation Medicine (including 
specialties, such as spinal cord injury, end- 
stage renal disease, and pediatrics). 
Rehabilitation Engineering. 

Vocational Counseling, fob Placement VR 
Management and Other Related VR 
Professions. 

Allied Health Fields relating to Rehabilitation 
(including rehabilitation of handicapped 
children) such as Physical Therapy. 
Occupational Therapy. Recreational 
Therapy. Nursing, Speech Therapy, etc. 
Mental Retardation. 

Deafness and Communicative Disorders. 

Btindness. 

Psychology relating to Rehabilitation. 

Social Work relating to Rehabilitation. 

Fields relating to Rehabilitation of Preschool 
Age Handicapped Children, such as early 
intervention, parent counseling, infant 
stimulation, early Identification, diagnosis. 
Fields relating to Rehabilitation of 
Handicapped Persons in Rural Areas. 

Fields relating to Rehabilitation of Persons 
Aged Sixty or Older. 

Telecommunication Fields relating to Service 
Delivery and Programming for 
Handicapped Individuals. 


International Rehabilitation. 

Rehabilitation Utilization. 

Economics relating to Rehabilitation. 

Reviewer Selection 

Reviewers will be selected based 
upon their training and experience in 
relevant scientific or technical fields, 
taking into account: 

(1) The level of formal scientific or 
technical education completed or experience 
acquired. 

(2) The extent to which the individual has 
engaged in relevant research, the capacities 
(e.g., principal investigator, assistant) in 
which the individual has done so. and the 
quality of such research. 

(3) Recognition, as reflected by awards and 
other honors received from scientific and 
professional organizations. 

(4) No member of a peer review committee 
may be an officer or employee of the United 
States. 

(5) Handicapped persons and members of 
minority groups are encouraged to apply. 

Since NIHR cannot anticipate the 
precise number of reviewers needed 
during the year, ail persons selected as 
reviewers will be placed on a reviewer 
roster from which they will be randomly 
selected to serve as needs dictate. 

Reviewers selected from the reviewer 
roster will be notified approximately 45 
days in advance with respect to the time 
and place of the peer review committee 
meeting which they are asked to attend. 
If unable to attend, they will be placed 
back on the reviewer roster for future 
consideration. 

Reviewer Duties 

Reviewers will be expected to do the 
following: 

(1) Travel to the review meeting. 

(2) Read approximately 15-20 grant 
applications. 

(3) Complete a scientiflc/technJcal 
evaluation of each application, based on 
•cientific/technical evaluation criteria 
established by NIHR in its implementing 
regulations and program announcements. 

(4) Spend up to five days at the review site 
during a review meeting. 

Reviewer Reimbursement 

Reviewers will be reimbursed for 
travel expenses and receive a consultant 
fee of $150 per day for each day or part 
of a day spent reviewing applications at 
the meeting site. 

Governing Regulations 

The conduct of peer review meetings 
and selection of reviewers are governed 
to the extent applicable by 45 CFR Part 
11; Pub. L 95-002; Implementing 
Program Regulations; Chapter 9 of the 
DHEW General Administration Manual; 


45 CFR Part 100; 45 CFR Part 73; Title 18 
USC; Executive Order 11222, as 
amended; and 45 CFR Parts 5 and 5b. In 
addition to the conditions imposed 
above, no person shall serve on a peer 
review committee who has a conflict of 
interest with respect to any pending 
grant application competing under the 
same program as any of the grant 
applications to be reviewed by that 
.panel 

A person has a conflict of interest 
with respect to an application if any of 
the following has a financial interest, 
within the meaning of 18 USC 208. in 
that application: 

(a) He. hit spouse, minor child, or partner, 

(b) A profit or nonprofit organization in 
which the person is serving as an officer, 
director, trustee, partner, or employee: 

(c) Any person or organization with whom 
the person is negotiating or has any 
arrangement concerning prospective 
employment. 

Dated: March 4,1980. 

Margaret ]. Giannini. M.D., 

Director, National Institute of Handicapped 
Research . 

Approved: March 14,1980. 

Warren Master. 

Acting Assistant Secretary for Human 
Development Services. 

|FR Doc SO-4311 Filed 3-1440; Ml am) 

BILLING COOC 4110-42-41 















Thursday 
March 20, 1980 


Part V 



Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission 

Futures Commission Merchants, Floor 
Brokers, Associated Persons, Commodity 
Trading Advisors, and Commodity Pool 
Operators; Registration Regulations 



















18356 


Federal Register / Vol. 45, No. 56 / Thursday, March 20, 1980 / Proposed Rules 


COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 
COMMISSION 

17CFR Part 1 

Revision of Registration Regulations; 
Proposed Rules 

agency: Commodity Futures Trading 

Commission. 

action: Proposed rules. 

summary: The Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission is proposing to 
revise certain of its regulations which 
relate to the registration of futures 
commission merchants, floor brokers, 
associated persons, commodity trading 
advisors, and commodity pool operators. 
The proposed regulations would require 
that each applicant for registration as an 
associated person ("AP") be 
"sponsored** by a futures commission 
merchant ("FCM") which must screen 
that person’s application and certify that 
it is accurate and complete to the best of 
the FCM’s knowledge, information, and 
belief. The proposal would generally 
make AP registration coextensive with, 
and conditioned upon, the registrant’s 
association with the sponsoring FCM. 
The new regulations would also require 
fingerprinting for all categories of 
registrants with the Commission. 

The new sponsorship requirements 
are necessary to establish a uniform 
industry-wide minimum standard for 
pre-employment evaluation of 
associated persons, to insure that all 
FCMs develop programs that will result 
in the overall upgrading of APs 
registered with the Commission, to 
implement fully the provisions of the 
Commodity Exchange Act that require 
an individual to be registered as an 
associated person of a particular FCM. 
and to reduce a regulatory burden by 
eliminating the present biennial renewal 
requirements for all APs and by 
substituting therefor registration for as 
long as the person remains associated 
with a specified registered FCM or its 
agent. The fingerprinting requirements 
are necessary to permit improvements in 
the Commission's background checking 
of applicants for registration, to permit 
positive identification of certain 
individuals with common names, to 
reduce the number of applications filed 
by individuals who are unfit for 
registration, and to facilitate fitness 
reviews of registrants on a spot and 
periodic basis. 

dates: Comments on the proposed rules 
should be submitted by May 20. I960. 
address: Send comments to: 

Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission, 2033 K Street NW, 


Washington, D.C. 20561. Attention: 
Secretariat. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Robert P. Shiner, Assistant Director for 
Registration, or Kenneth M. Roscnzweig, 
Esq., Division of Trading and Markets. 
Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission, 2033 K Street NW, 
Washington. D.C. 20561. Telephone: 

(202) 254-9703 or 254-6955. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

A. Introduction 

The new sponsorship procedures 
would include the requirement that an 
FCM* confirm the educational 
background and employment history of 
each applicant for registration as an 
associated person 9 and certify that, to 
the best of its knowledge, information 
and belief, the publicly available 
information contained in the application 
is accurate and complete. 

Registration of an associated person 
would be "with a futures commission 
merchant. 9 Thus, for such registration to 
be granted, the applicant would have to 
be hired or otherwise employed as an 
AP by the sponsoring FCM or its agent, 
and the registration would thus 
automatically end when this association 
ended. A separate registration would be 
required for each FCM with which the 
person is associated, but based upon the 


1 A future* commission merchant Is an individual 
association. partnership, corporation, or trust 
engaged In soliciting or In accepting order* for the 
purchase or *a!e of any commodity for future 
delivery on or subject to the rule* of any contract 
market and that, in or In connection with such 

solicitation or acceptance of order*, accept* any 
money, securities, or property (or extendi credit In 
lieu thereof) to margin, guarantee, or aecure any 
trade* or contract* that re*ult or may re«ul! 

therefrom. Section 2(a)(1) of the Commodity 
Exchange Act fAct”). 7 L\S C. 2. 

'An associated person is any natural person who 
I* associated with a future* commission merchant 
or with an agent of a future* commission merchant 
a* a partner, officer, or employee (or a natural 
person occupying a similar statu* or performing 
similar functions), in any capocity which Involves (I) 
the solicitation or acceptance of customers' orders 
(other than in a clerical capacity) or (U) the 
supervision of any person or persons so engaged 
Proposed 11 see Section 4k of the Act. 7 
U.S C 0k. as amended by Futures Trading Act of 
1970. Pub. L 0S-4O&. | 7.92 Stit. 809-Ta 

'Section 4k of the Act makes it unlawful for a 
person to be associated with a future* commission 
merchant or with an agent thereof In any capacity 
which Involves either the solicitation or acceptance 
of customers’ orders (other than in a clerical 
capacity) or the supervision of any person or 
persons so engaged, unless such person is registered 
with the Commission. An AP associated with an 
agent of an FCM would have to be sponsored, and 
his application certified by the futures commission 
merchant. Nothing contained in the proposed 
regulations, however, would or should be 
interpreted as in any way Intended to limit the 
liability of the futures commission merchant or its 
agent for the conduct of an AP associated with the 
agent. See Section 2(a)(1) of the Act 7 l? S C 4,17 
CFR1X 


Commission’s past experience, it 
appears that very few APs will have 
more than one sponsor at a time.* 

The new regulation would provide a 
streamlined registration procedure for 
individuals who are registered as APs or 
who have been so registered within the 
preceding thirty days or whose AP 
registration has been granted within the 
preceding year. This procedure would 
facilitate the movement of such persons 
to a new FCM or the addition of another 
sponsoring firm in the multiple 
sponsorship situations described in the 
preceding paragraph. 

During the Commission’s 
reauthorization hearings prior to the 
adoption of the 1978 amendments to the 
Act, several witnesses testified as to the 
need to fingerprint industry personnel. 1 * * * 5 
and Section 8a(l) of the Act was 
subsequently amended to empower the 
Commission to adopt regulations to 
require fingerprinting. 5 Further, based 
upon the Commission’s experience with 
registration, it appears that 
fingerprinting is necessary to insure 
positive identification of applicants, 
both for the sake of a surer fitness check 
and for the elimination of confusion 
which frequently arises involving 
applicants with the same name or an 
applicant whose name is the same as 
the name of another person about whom 
the Commission has obtained 
derogatory information. The 
Commission believes that a 
fingerprinting program would bring 
about a substantial reduction in the 
number of applications received from 
unfit persons. A fingerprinting 
requirement is also necessary to 


•In connection with this proposed rulemaking, th# 
Commission is considering whether it would be 
appropriate to prohibit an associated person from 
having more than one sponsor at a time. The 
Commission wishes to give notice that it may adopt 
this position In the final regulations and specifically 
invites comments on whether the proposed 
regulations should preclude 'multiple 
sponsorships.’* 

•See. eg., Reauthorization of the Commodity 
Future* Trading Commits ton: Hearings Before the 
Sabcomm. on Agricultural Research and Ceti 
Legislation of the Senate Comm i on Agriculture. 
Nutrition, and Forestry. 95th Cong . 2d Sets. 11970). 
Part I at 0 (testimony of Elmer B. Staats. Comptroller 
General of the United States), td. Part 0 at 2B-27 
(testimony of Chairman Bagleyk td Pari II at 27 
(testimony of Vice Chairman Rainbolf). Hearings 
Before the Sabcomm. an Conservation and Credit c f 
the House Comm, on Agriculture on HJL I026S. 9$ih 
Cong.. 2d Seas. (1970) 01 (statement of Vlca 
Chairman RainboJtfc id. at 371 (testimony of Henry 
Eschwege. Director. Community snd Economic 
Development Division. General Accounting Office); 
id. at 379 (statement of Paul Guui. Secretary of 
State. Commonwealth of Massachusetts); id at 427 
(statement of Leonard R. Goldstein. General 
Counsel. National Association of Commodity 
Options Dealers). 

•7 USG 12*11). as amended by Futures Trading 
Act of 19701 Pub. L 94-405 f 17(1), 92 Stat. 074. 
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facilitate the proposed periodic and spot 
checking of the fitness of registrants. 

In view of these considerations, the 
proposed regulations would require, 
subject to certain exceptions, 
fingerprinting and the filing of a revised 
Form a-R 1 by ail APs, floor brokers, • 
and •'principals” *of FCMs, commodity 
pool operators f *CPOs M ). I# and 
commodity trading advisors ('T^^As’ , ). ,l 
Fingerprint cards will be incorporated 
into the revised Form 8-R and will be 
relumed with the Form 8-R to the 
Commission. The Commission will. In 
turn, forward the fingerprint cards to the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation. Finally, 
to implement the Commission's 
anticipated use of fingerprints in 
connection with periodic or spot fitness 
checks, the Commission is proposing to 


’The revised Form S-R will be published for 
public comment at a later dale. The Commission 
will address certain issues relating to the Privacy 
Act 5 U SC 552a. in the context of publishing the 
new Form 6~R. including among others, adequate 
notice to APs of the disclosures of certain personal 
information to sponsoring FCMs which would be 
required and appropriate safeguards to insure that 
such information is handled property. 

•A floor broker la any person who. In or 
unrounding any “pit," “ring." “post** or other place 
provided by a contract market for the meeting of 
persons similarly engaged, shall purchase or sell for 
any other person any commodity far future delivery 
on or subject to the rules of any contract market 
Section 2(a)(1) of the Act 7 U.SC 2 

•Proposed | IJfv). 

'•A commodity pool operator is any person 
engaged In a business which is of the nature of an 
investment trust, syndicate, or similar form of 
enterprise, and who. in connection therewith, 
solidta, accepts, or receives from others, funds, 
securities, or property, either directly or through 
capital contribution®, the sale or stock or other 
forms of securities, or otherwise, for the purpose of 
trading In any commodity for future delivery on or 
subject to the rules of any contract market but does 
not indude such persons not within the intent of 
this definition as the Commission may specify by 
rule or regulation or by order. Section 2(e)(1] of the 
Act 7 U.S.C 2 See o/to 17 CFR 212 4.13(a). 

" A commodity trading advisor Is any person 
"bo, for compensation or profit engages in the 
business of advising others, either directly or 
through publications or writings, ss to the value of 
commodities or as to the advisability of trading tn 
ar.> commodity for future delivery on or subject to 
the rules of any contract market or who for 
< nipensatton or profit and as pari of a regular 
business, issues or promulgates analyses or reports 
concerning commodities: bat does not include (i) 

•ry bank or trust company. (HJ any newspaper 
rrporter. newspaper columnist, newspaper editor, 
lawyer, accountant or teacher, (til) any floor broker 
w futures commission merchant, (iv) the publisher 
of imy bona fide newspaper, news magazine, or 
business or financial publication of general and 
regular circulation including their employees, (v) 
tny contract market end (vi) such other persons not 
within the intent of this definition es the 
Commission muy specify by rule, regulation, or 
order Provided, That the furnishing of inch services 
bv the forrjtoing persoos Is solely incidental to the 
conduct of their business or profession. Section 
2(«Ht) of the Act 7 US.C 2 See also Section 4m of 
the Act 7 U.S.C. 6m. os amended by Futures 
Trading Ad of 197* Pub. L 95-405. | 8, 92 Stst. 070c 
7 CFR 212 213(b). 


require the submission of a new set of 
fingerprints upon request at any time. 1 * 

B. Impact of Proposed Changes 

For several reasons, the Commission 
does not expect the sponsorship 
program to increase significantly the 
regulatory burdens for many of the 
sponsoring FCMs. 13 Background 
screening is already required by the 
Chicago Board of Trade and is a 
customary business practice among 
those FCM/securities broker-dealers 
who are members of the New York 
Slock Exchange. Inc. or the National 
Association of Securities Dealers. Inc. 
Moreover, the Commission believes that 
the proposed sponsorship requirements 
do no more than make uniform what 
should be the ordinary and customary 
practice for any responsible FCM. In 
addition, while no precise estimate in 
terms of dollars can be made, it is 
logical to asume that the cost of AP 
sponsorship would largely be offset by 
the elimination of the current 
requirement of biennial renewal of 
registration 14 and by the previously 
described streamlined AP registration 
procedure. Further, the Commission 
expects that the new sponsorship and 
fingerprinting requirements would 
substantially reduce the number of 
applications for registration submitted 
by persons who are unfit for registration 
and that this would reduce the 
processing costs to the Commission. 
Finally, the Commission believes that 
the anticipated upgrading of quality 
overall among registrants will ultimately 
lower costs by reducing turnover of 
personnel, lost business due to customer 
dissatisfaction, and litigation arising 
from the acts of employees. 


“See proposed | HOC 
“Nor doe* the Commission believe that the 
program will involve any undue privacy burden® for 
(he AP* being sponsored. See note 7. supra 
“In thit context, the CommlaiJon wishes to 
emphatixe that nothing contained in throe proposed 
regulation* alter* the Commission's pooition and its 
practice in Ughl of thet pooition that for those 
categories of registrants who will still be required to 
renew their registrations, applications for renewal 
of registration which are not completed and filed 
with (received by) the CFTC by the expiration data 
of the current registration constitute applica ti o n s far 
initio! registration subject, in appropriate cases, to 
the provisions of Sections 4n(5) and 8a(2) of the Act 
7 U SC. 6n(H os amended by Futures Trading Act 
of 197* Pub. L 95-406. | 9(1). 02 Stat 070.12(a)(2). 
This same position end practice would, of course, 
be equally applicable to persons filing applications 
in accordance with tha regulations proposed 
herein.The Commission further notes that If there Is 
no derogatory information concerning the applicant 
or. as appropriate, the applicant's principals, a 
minimum of 0-10 weeks Is required to process a 
properly completed application for initio) 
registration Most of this time is necessary to permit 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation to check tts 
records to assist the CFTC ui this agency's 
evaluation of the applicant's fitness for registration. 


Fingerprinting would also be new to 
many participants in the futures industry 
but. as with pre-screening, the 
fingerprinting of registrants and other 
personnel is already required in the 
securities industry. Also, based upon 
information which has been obtained by 
its staff, the Commission believes that 
the cost of fingerprinting per applicant 
would not be great. 11 Therefore, the 
objectives and related potential cost 
savings mentioned above appear to 
outweigh the possible burdens of 
fingerprinting. 

C. Notice of Further Proposed 
Rulemaking 

In addition to the proposed rules 
described herein, the Commission is 
actively considering, pursuant to its 
authority under the Act and particularly 
under Section 4p thereof, 11 the 
development and implementation of a 
standardized proficiency examination 
which would be administered to 
applicants for registration with the 
CFTC. The Commission will provide 
further separate notice of proposed 
regulations to establish such an 
examination program. The Commission, 
however, invites interested persons to 
submit comments which will assist in 
the development of this program, and in 
particular, invites comments as to which 
persons should be so tested, possible 
costs and benefits, and who should 
develop and administer the tests. 17 


“The added cost to Anns which alrcedy have an 
''in-house" fingerprinting capability would be 
negligible. The Commission is also informed that 
even for persons who would have to utilize e local 
police station to obtain their fingerprints, the cost 
would range from approximately five to ten dollars. 
The Commission wishes to give notice in this 
Federal Register release that based upon comments 
received and ita own further evaluation of the 
proposed fingerprinting program, it may include 
provisions to add security to that program at pari of 
any final regulation! which may be adopted. Thus, 
for example, when an applicant used a local police 
station to obtain his fingerprints, a representative of 
the FCM might be required to accompany the 
applicant and witness the process so that the firm 
could thereafter certify that the fingerprints 
submitted ere in feet those of the applicant The 
Commission specifically invites suggestions 
regarding possible further security measures end 
invites comments at to the need for. 
appropriateness of. and possible added coats of 
such additional measures. 

“7 U.S.C Sp 

“Section 4p authorizes the Commission to 
prescribe by regulation that floor brokers. FCMs. 
and persons associated with either of them be 
subject to a proficiency examination. Section 4p 
further authorizes the Commission to specify 
exemptions to any such examination where such 
exemptions are in the public interest and where tho 
exempted individuals have demonstrated, through 
training and experience, the degree of proficiency 
and skill necessary to protect the interests of the 
customers of FCMs end floor brokers. 
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D. Section-by-Scction Analysis 

1 . Use of "Natural Person . ” Section 
2(a)(1) of the Act broadly defines the 
term "person" to Include individuals, 
associations, partnerships, corporations 
and trusts. 1 * * There are instances, 
however, In which the context of a 
particular section of the Act, given its 
expressed objective and other relevant 
considerations dictates that the meaning 
of person should not include all the 
categories of entities set forth in Section 
2(a)(1). For example, as has been 
discussed. Section 8a(l) of the Act ,f 
authorizes the Commission to require 
fingerprinting of applicants and persons 
associated with applicants. Since only 
natural persons can be fingerprinted, it 
is clear that the term person, as used in 
the context of fingerprinting, does not 
include all the categories in Section 
2(a)(1). Accordingly, the proposed 
regulations refer only to natural persons 
in provisions relating to fingerprinting. 

Similarly, Section 4k of the Act * sets 
forth the requirement that persona 
associated with FCMs and agents of 
FCMs be registered with the 
Commission. While not conclusive as to 
the intended meaning of "person" in this 
section, the legislative history of the Act 
supports the view that Congress 
expected that only natural persons 
would be registered as APs. 11 
Furthermore, in its history, the 
Commission has accepted applications 
from and has registered only individuals 
as APs.” Moreover, in view of the need 
for close, direct supervision and control 
of APs by FCMs and the necessity that 
APs be accountable directly for their 
actions with respect to customers, the 
public interest requires that only natural 
persons should be registered as 
associated persons. In view of these 
considerations, the Commission's 
proposed definition of associated person 


'•7 USC 2. Except where the context provides 
otherwise. 11S(u) of the regulations defines 
‘'person" in identical terms. 17 CFR 13|u|. 

'•7 U SC. 12a(l). At amended by Futures Trading 
Act of 1978. Pub. L 95-406. ft 17(1), 92 Stat. 874- 
"7 U-SlG 8k. at amended by Futures Trading Ad 
of 197a Pub. L 95-405, ft7.92 Slat. 809-70. 

" See H R. REP 93-975.93d Cong.. 2d Seas. 78 
(1974) (registration of "associated persons'* 
necessary because "customers' men" ware 
mishandling customers’ accounts). 

“The regulatory scheme established pursuant to 
the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 ("SEA"). 15 
U S.C 78a et seq . provides that registration of 
associated persons in the securities industry be 
done for their members by self-regulatory 
organizations. The Commission has determined that 
the practice of auch organizations Is consistent with 
the above-described interpretation, and notes in this 
regard that the definition of associated person in the 
SEA is virtually Identical to the language in Section 
4k of the Act See SEA Section 3 (o)( 18 ). 15 U S-C 
78c(«)(18)- 


in § 1.3(aa) includes only natural 
persons.” 

2. $ 1.3(v): Principal The proposed 
definition of the term "principal" 
essentially codifies, with minor changes, 
the Commission's existing practice with 
respect to those persons who must file 
the Form 8-R to apply for registration 14 
or who must be identified as a principal 
by FCMs, CTAs and CPOa on the Form 
7-R.“The new definition is not intended 
to alter the definition of principal 
contained in Part 4 of the regulations ” 
and, if adopted, would render that 
separate definition unnecessary and 
make possible its deletion from the 
regulations. 

3. (§ 1.10,1.10c, l.lOd: Registration 
and Financial Reports of Futures 
Commission Merchants: Registration of 
Commodity Trading Advisors: 
Registration of Commodity PooI 
Operators . These proposed regulations 
retain the current requirement that 
applications for initial registration and 
renewals of registration be filed on Form 

7- R.” and that a Form 8-R be filed for 
every principal of the applicant with the 
initial Form 7-R.” Similarly, a person 
who becomes a principal of the 
applicant or the registrant after the filing 
of the Form 7-R would still be required 
to execute the Form 8-R; however, the 
applicant or registrant would be 
responsible for filing the Form 8-R and a 
specified time period of twenty days for 
filing would be substituted for the 
existing requirement that the Form 8-R 
for a new principal be filed 
promptly.”The language of those 
sections would be revised to reflect that, 
in the case of FCMs. CTAs. and CPOs, 
only principals who are natural persons 
would be required to complete a Form 

8- R. 

Each existing registrant will be 
required to file a revised Form 8-R with 
fingerprints for each of its principals not 
more than ninety days after the 
registrant's first renewal of registration 
subsequent to the effective date of the 


"Proposed 11.3(aa) would also make it clear that 
APt must be associated with a particular FCM or it* 
agent. 

"42 FR 23988. 23992. 24005 (1977). 

"42 FR 23988. 23991. 23998. 24005 (1977). 

*17 CFR 4 10(e). 

v Proposed ftft l.icKaNIRi). (U) (futures 
commission merchants); I.10c(a),(b) (commodity 
trading advisors); 1 10d(a).(b) (commodity pool 
operators). 

"Proposed ftft UOfaMlMU. (U) (futures 
commission merchants): MOcjo) (commodity 
trading advisors); 1.40d(a).(b) (commodity pool 
operators). 

"Proposed ftft 1.10(a)(l)(UI), (il) (futures 
commission merchants): l.lOc(c) (commodity trading 
advisors): 1.10d(c) (commodity pool operators). 


proposed regulations.” Where, however, 
the revised Form 8-R and fingerprints 
have already been filed by ” or for a 
principal, the registrant will not be 
required to refile either of them to 
comply with $$ 1.10(a). 1.10c. or l.lOd ” 
except in response to a request by the 
Commission or certain designated 
members of its staff.” 

4. $ 1.10a: Registration of Floor 
Brokers. Under this section, initial 
applications for, and applications for 
renewal of. floor broker registration 
would continue to be filed on the Form 
8-R which would be revised to reflect 
the new regulations. An applicant's 
fingerprints would be filed as part of the 
revised Form 8-R, but registered floor 
brokers who are applying for renewal 
could submit their fingerprints up to 
thirty days after the effective date of 
their first renewal of registration after 
the new regulations have become 
effective.* 4 

5. { 1.10b: Registration of Associated 
Persons. The Commission's practices 
with respect to this category of 
registrants would be altered 
significantly. To be registered, an 
individual would have to be an 
associated person of a particular, 
sponsoring futures commission 
merchant or its agent, and he would 
remain registered, with the exceptions 
specified in proposed $ 1.10b(b), until 
this relationship terminated Except as 
specified in proposed 11.10b(d), each 
application for registration would be 
deemed to be an initial application, 
subject to denial or withdrawal under 
Section 8a(2) of the Act “and § l.lOe of 
the Commission's regulations.” 

Certification by sponsoring FCM. 
Paragraph (c)(l)(i) of proposed $ 1.10b 
would require that Form 8-R. as revised, 
contain a certification by the futures 
commission merchant that the applicant 
is either currently associated with the 
firm or its agent, or will be so associated 


"Proposed (ft 1 10(a)(lMiv) (futures commission 
merchants); 1.10c(d) (commodity trading advisor*). 
1.10d(d) (commodity pool operators). 

"The definition of "principal” include*for 
example, tola proprietors. See proposed | U(v)U) 
"The Commission specifically requests 
comments on whether il should retain the proposrd 
exemptions which allow certain persons (other than 
applicants for AP registration) who are applying for 
registration with the Commission or who are 
principals of an applicant or registrant not to rsfile 
their fingerprints and the Form 8-R if they have 
already filed those materials with the Commission. 
See proposed ftft 1.10(aHl) Ok (Oik (lv) (futures 
commission merchants): l.lOa(c) (floor brokers); 
1.10c (ak (ck (d) (commodity trading advisors). l.lOd 
(a), (ck (d) (commodity pool operatorsk Based upon 
the record In this proceeding, the Commission nuiy 
find It necessary to delete the proposed exemptions. 
"Proposed ft MOf 
"Proposed ft l.lOa(ah(c). 

"7 U.S.C 12al2). 

"17 CFR 1 lOe. 
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within thirty days after the receipt of 
notification provided for in proposed 
{ 110b(c)(3). Proposed S 1.10b(c)(l)(i) 
further requires the sponsoring FCM to 
certify that the applicant will not be 
permitted to act as an AP (as defined in 
proposed $ 1.3(aa)) until registered in 
accordance with i 1.10b . 91 

Proposed § 1.10b(c](l)(ii) requires the 
sponsoring FCM to make whatever 
inquiries are necessary to certify that it 
has investigated and verified the 
applicant's education and employment 
history and that they are accurately 
represented in the Form 8-R. This 
‘ screening" requirement would not 
apply, however, in the case of existing 
APs. 

While the proposed regulations do not 
delineate the exact procedures that an 
FCM must follow in checking the 
applicant's education and employment, 
the application form will be redesigned 
to incorporate screening into the 
application process by specifying which 
items of information supplied by the 
applicant must be verified by the FCM. 14 
Thus, even though a detailed screening 
procedure would not be specified in the 
regulations, the sponsor, in order to 
make the required verifications on the 
Form 8-R. would have to employ 
methods comparable to those 
customarily employed by the financial 
community for sensitive positions. For 
example, In order to verify the 
applicant's educational background, a 
firm would have to make whatever 
inquiries were necessary to verify such 
information as the applicant's post¬ 
secondary degrees and duration of 
attendance.** 

In addition to performing employment 
and educational background checks, 
proposed i 1.10b(c)(l)(Ui) requires 
sponsors to make such additional 
inquiries and investigations of an 
applicant's background as are necessary 
to be reasonably satisfied that the 


11 If. after the filing of the Fonn S-R. the ■ppllcenl 
either fmli to become an associated pereon c A (be 
FCM or ita agent or if that re la Mona hip la 
fr mine led, the sponsoring FCM muai promptly 
rtporl the fad to tha Commission. Proposed 
1114(d). 

“Tha information which the aponaoring FCM 
mint certify will be aet forth In tha tnatnictiona to 
the revised Form S-R which will be published by the 
Commission for public comment at a later date. 
Aynin. the Commission intends to address issues 
artr*ng under the Privacy Act In the course of 
rrvil **tf the Form S-R. See note 7. Bvpro. The 
Commission specifically invites comments on the 
wtent to which FCMs should be required to verify 
Information on the Form S-R. given practical and 
privacy -related concerns. 

"The Commlaaion specifically requests 
tumment* concerning the appropriateness and 
oeairnbUlty of retaining the current requirement that 
persons completing the Form S-R provide 
iwwmeUon relating to their educational 
background. See generally 42 FR 23988. Z3990 [1977]. 


application is accurate and complete. 
This would include investigations into, 
and documentation of. any adverse 
information— o.g.. a conviction—that is 
reflected in the application and which is 
publicly available. To insure that this 
latter step is carried out, the sponsoring 
FCM must review all of the publicly 
available information contained in the 
application and must certify that the 
information in question has been 
checked and that it is accurate and 
complete to the best of the sponsors 
knowledge, information, and belief.* 0 

Some firms may follow the practice 
commonly used for registration 
screening in the securities industry, 
which is to hire investigative agencies to 
perform some or all of the screening 
functions. Although the Commission 
does not object to such a practice, the 
proposed regulations make clear that, 
ultimately, it is the FCM’s responsibility 
to assure itself of the accuracy of the 
representations that are made to the 
Commission. 

Finally, proposed { 1.10b(c)(l)(iv) 
requires the sponsoring futures 
commission merchant to retain records 
necessary to document the certifications 
required by S MOb(c)(l)(iHiii) and 
i l,10b(d)(l), which is discussed 
separately below. 

Fingerprints . Proposed { 1.10b(c)(2) 
requires each application for registration 
(Form 8-R) to be accompanied by the 
applicant's fingerprints. Any person 
registered as an AP on the effective date 
of this section, however, will be 
permitted to file his fingerprints up to 
thirty days after his first registration 
under the new regulations if such person 
utilizes the expedited registration 
procedures provided In proposed 
S 1.10b(d), discussed below. 

Expedited registration. Proposed 
i 1.10b(d) provides a special procedure 
designed to facilitate moves within the 
Industry and to prevent delays 
attributable solely to the processing of 
paperwork. The procedure would be 
available to an individual who is 
registered with the Commission as an 
AP or whose registration has terminated 
within the preceding thirty days. 41 It 
could also be used by an individual 
whose AP registration may have 
terminated more than thirty days before 
but who was granted AP registration 
within the preceding twelve months. 
Finally, this expedited registration 
procedure would also "grandfather" any 
existing AP who, at the time of the first 


“See not* 30. *upra. 

41 The Commission request! comments as to the 
appropriateness of this thirty-day grace period 
Specifically, the Commission Is interested in 
receiving comments on whether any such period 
should be of lesser of greater duration. 


expiration of his AP registration 
subsequent to the effective date of 
proposed 11.10b. is associated with the 
certifying FCM or its agent. Individuals 
covered under { l.iob(d) would be 
registered upon the mailing to the 
Commission of a certification by the 
sponsoring FCM that the individual has 
been hired by the firm as an AP and that 
the firm has determined that the 
applicant is eligible for this expedited 
treatment and that. In all cases except 
those Involving initial registrations 
under the new regulations for existing 
APs. the firm has made certain checks 
with the Commission concerning the 
applicant. 41 These latter checks are 
principally intended to insure that no 
individual is permitted to utilize the 
privilege of expedited registration to 
evade the fitness standards for 
registrants imposed by the Act and the 
Commission's regulations and 
interpretations of those standards. The 
Commission wishes to make clear that, 
in any event, the granting of registration 
under this expedited procedure does 
not. and in fact, could not constitute a 
finding of fitness. FCMs using thi 9 
procedure must file a completed Form 0- 
R and fingerprints for the individual 
within thirty days of the individual's 
having become an associated person of 
the FCM or its agent. 4 * 

Duration of AP registration. Each 
association with an FCM or its agent 
would require a new registration. That 
registration, however,would not be 
required to be renewed every two years 
as is the case under the current system. 
Instead, the AP would remain registered 
as being associated with the sponsoring 
FCM or its agent until either that 
association is terminated. 44 the AP's 
registration is suspended or revoked, or 
the sponsoring FCM’s registration is 
revoked, suspended, lapsed, or 
withdrawn. 4 * 

Petitions for exemption from 
requirements of proposed i 1.10b. 
Proposed S 1.10b{e) allows any person 
who is adversely affected by the 
requirements of proposed $ 1.10b to 
petition the Commission for an 
exemption therefrom. While it is not 
possible for the Commission to 
anticipate with certainty all specific 
circumstances in which an exemption 
from { 1.10b might be appropriate, it 
may nonetheless be useful to indicate 
generally some standard which might 
apply. Thus, for example, the 
Commission believes that relief should 


“Proposed 11.106(d)(1). 

“Proposed 11.106(d)(3). 

“The sponsoring FCM would, in that case, be 
required to promptly notify the Commission of the! 
fact. Proposed 11.14(d)(2). 

•Proposed 11.106(b). 
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be granted in certain cases involving 
hardship created by the regulation. Such 
hardship might result from situations 
involving the termination of an AP's 
registration because of the merger of a 
sponsoring FCM or the revocation or 
suspension of such a firm’s registration. 
In such circumstances, the formerly 
registered AP might seek an exemption 
under S 1.10b(e) if he had become 
ineligible for the expedited registration 
procedures under § 1.10b(d). 

In this context the Commission 
wishes to emphaize that its refusal to 
register an applicant based upon the 
absence of a sponsor would not 
constitute a denial of the type 
contemplated by section 8a(2) of the 
Act—it would not constitute a 
finding of unfitness which could be a 
ground for denial of any future 
application submitted by the applicant. 4 * 
The absence of a sponsor would, 
instead, mean that the application was 
incomplete and therefore could not be 
considered. 

Foreign associated persons. In 
revising § 1.10b. the existing provision 
respecting registration of foreign 
associated persons would be 
eliminated. 47 The Commission believes 
that, given this agency's limited 
resources, it is appropriate at this time 
to focus its customer protection 
activities upon domestic firms and upon 
firms soliciting or accepting orders from 
domestic users of the futures markets 
and that the protection of foreign 
customers of firms confining their 
activities to areas outside this country, 
its territories, and possessions may best 
be for local authorities in such areas. 

Any person who solicits or accepts 
orders from within, or from any person 
residing within, the United States, its 
territories, or possessions, or who 
supervises any person or persons so 
engaged, however, would be required to 
register as an associated person in 
accordance with } 1.10b. A conforming 
amendment to § 1.11 is being proposed 
which would eliminate reference to 
foreign APs. 

6. J l.lOf: Supplemental Filings: This 
section restates the Commission's 
authority to obtain a new Form 8-R and 
fingerprints in circumstances where the 
Commission has reason to question the 
fitness of a registrant or applicant for 
registration. 49 It also explicitly provides 


m Cf. Section 8a(2) of lh* Act. 7 L’ S.C 12a(2fc 17 
CFR UOefe). 

41 The requirement of registration for foreign AP* 
became effective on September 9L1978. 40 FR 3C10A 
30107 (1075). 

“If. In light of the Conuniasion** Information and 
the fitnets check bated upon the Form 8-R and the 
fingerprint* received pursuant to propoeed ft 1.10C 
the applicant or registrant appear* to the 


for routine or periodic Commission 
reviews of a registrant's fitness. 49 The 
Commission believes that with this 
provision, U can institute "permanent* 4 
registration which coincides with an 
AP*s period of employment. Further, the 
Commission believes that this provision 
makes it unnecessary to require 
scheduled, periodic Clings of the Form 
8-R and fingerprints by other registrants 
and their principals. 

As proposed. $ l.lOf expands the 
existing requirements in f 5 1.10(a)(1), 
1.10c, and l.lOd •* which specify that 
any person who has filed a Form 8-R in 
connection with the registration of an 
FCM, CTA, or CPO shall file a current 
Form 8-R upon request by the 
Commission. Section { l.lOf would also 
apply to APs and floor brokers and 
would require the submission of a new 
Form 8-R with fingerprints. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Commission, pursuant to the authority 
contained in Sections 2, 4d. 4e, 4f. 4g, 4k, 
4m, 4n. 4p. 6, and 8a of the Act. 7 U.S.C. 
2.4. 6d. 6e. 6f, 6g. 6k. 6m, 6n, 6p. 9, and 
12a, as amended. 92 Stat. 865 et seq .. 
hereby proposes to revise Chapter 1 of 
Title 17 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations by revising { 1.3(v), by 
amending (1.3(aa), by revising SS 1.10, 
1.10a, 1.10b, 1.10c. l.lOd. by adding 
{ l.lOf, and by amending ($ 1.11 and 
1.14(d) as follows: 

PART I—GENERAL REGULATIONS 
UNDER THE COMMODITY EXCHANGE 
ACT 

1. Section 1.3(v) is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 1.3 Definition. 

• • • » • 

(v) Principal. This term means any 
person having the power, directly or 
indirectly, through agreement or 
otherwise, to exercise a controlling 
influence over a registrant or a person 
required to be registered under the Act 
or these regulations, including, but not 
limited to: (1) any sole proprietor, 
general partner, officer, director, branch 
office manager, or any person occupying 
a similar status or performing similar 
functions; (2) any holder of more than 


CommiMtan lo be unfit. * formal proceeding may be 
Inttiluted in accordance with Section* 4n(S). 8(b), 
and 8a(2) or (3) of the Act 7 U.S.C 6n(6). aa 
amended by Future* Trading Act of 1978. Pub. L 9S- 
408. ft 9(1). 92 Stal 67a a 12*(2). (3), to determine 
whether the reglttratioo should be denied, 
tuvpended. or revoked. 

“The United State* General Accounting Office 
ha* recommended that the CommiMion implement 
the neceeeary procedure* to conduct such periodic 
review*. Comptroller General of the United Statea, 
Regulation of the Commodity Futuna Market*— 
What Needn to be Done gl. 84-88.91-92 (1978). 

14 17 CFR 1.10(a)(1). 1.10c, I.10d. 


ten percent of the outstanding shares of 
any class of stock; or (3) any person who 
has contributed more than ten percent of 
the capital. 

2. Section 1.3(aa) is amended to read 
as follows: 

5 14 Definitions. 

# e • • * 

(aa) Associated person. This term 
means any natural person who (as 
provided in section 4k of the Act) is 
associated with a futures commission 
merchant or with an agent of a futures 
commission merchant, as a partner, 
officer, or employee (or any natural 
person occupying a similar status or 
performing similar functions), in any 
capacity which involves (1) the 
solicitation or acceptance of customers* 
orders (other than in a clerical capacity) 
or (2) the supervision of any person or 
persons so engaged. 

3. Paragraph (a) of ( 1.10 is revised to 
read as follows: 

f 1.10 Registration and Financial Reports 
of Futures Commission Merchants 

(a) Application for registration. (l)(i) 
Initial Registration. Application for 
initial registration as a futures 
commission merchant must be on Form 
5-R, completed and filed with the 
Commission in accordance with the 
instructions thereto. Each Form 7-R 
must be accompanied by a Form 8-R, 
completed in accordance with the 
instructions thereto and executed by 
each natural person who is a principal 
of the applicant. Each such principal 
must file his fingerprints with the Form 
8-R on fingerprint cards provided by the 
Commission for that purpose, except 
that any such principal who has 
previously fried his fingerprints and a 
Form 8-R with the Commission in 
accordance with the requirements of 
{{ 1.10,1.10a. 1.10b, 1.10c, or l.lOd and 
who is not himself applying for 
registration as a futures commission 
merchant is not required to refile his 
fingerprints or a Form 6-R to comply 
with this paragraph (a)(l)(i). 

(ii) Renewal of registration. Except as 
otherwise provided in paragraph 
(a)(l)(iv) of this section, application for 
renewal of registration as a futures 
commission merchant must be on Form 
7-R. completed and fried with the 
Commission in accordance with the 
instructions thereto. 

(ill) Addition of principals subsequent 
to filing of Form 7-R. Notwithstanding 
the provisions of S 144, within twenty 
days after any natural person becomes a 
principal of the applicant or registrant 
subsequent to the filing of a Form 7-R in 
accordance with the requirements of 
paragraphs (a)(1)(f) or (a)(1)(b) of this 
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section* the applicant or registrant must 
file with the Commission a Form 8-R. in 
accordance with the instructions 
thereto. The Form 8-R must be 
completed by such principal in 
accordance with the instructions thereto 
and must be accompanied by that 
person's fingerprints on fingerprint cards 
provided by the Commission for that 
purpose. This filing need not be made 
for any such principal who has 
previously filed his fingerprints and a 
Form 8—R in accordance with the 
requirements of S§ 1.10.1.10a. 1.10b, 
1.10c, or l.lOd: Provided, that the futures 
commission merchant must notify the 
Commission within twenty days of the 
name of such added principal on Form 
3-R. 

(iv) Filing of Form 8-R with 
fingerprints for existing principals. The 
first Form 7-R filed subsequent to the 
effective date of this section by a 
registered futures commission merchant 
in accordance with paragraph (a)(l)(ii) 
of this section must be accompanied by 
a Form 8-R completed and executed in 
accordance with the instructions thereto 
and a completed fingerprint card, 
provided by the Commission for that 
purpose, for each natural person 
required to be listed on that Form 7-R as 
a principal of that futures commission 
merchant In the alternative, the Form 8- 
R and fingerprint card may be filed by 
the futures commission merchant up to 
ninety days after the effective date of 
the renewal of its registration. This filing 
need not be made for any such principal 
who has previously filed his fingerprints 
and a Form 8-R in accordance with the 
requirements of Si 1.10.1.10a, 1.10b, 

1.10c, or l.lOd. 

• • • • • 

4. Section 1.10a is revised to read as 

follows: 

5 1.10a Registration of floor brokers. 

(a) Initial Registration. Application 
for initial registration as a floor broker 
must be on Form 8-R. completed and 
filed with the Commission in accordance 
with the instructions thereto. Each 
applicant for initial registration as a 
floor broker must file his fingerprints 
with the Form 8-R on fingerprint cards 
provided by the Commission for that 
purpose. 

(b) Renewal of Registration . Except as 
otherwise provided in paragraph (c) of 
this section, application for newal of 
registration as a floor broker must be on 
Form 8-R, completed and filed with the 
Commission in accordance with the 
instructions thereto. A registrant 
applying for renewal of registration as a 
floor broker may incorporate by 
reference information furnished to the 
Commission by the registrant on a Form 


8-R or supplement thereto previously 
filed with the Commission if such 
information remains accurate and 
unchanged. 

(c) Fingerprints Required From 
Existing Floor Brokers Upon First 
Renewal Each person who is registered 
as a floor broker as of the effective date 
of this section must file his fingerprints 
with the Commission on fingerprint 
cards provided by the Commission for 
that purpose. The fingerprint cards must 
either be filed with the first Form 8-R 
filed in accordance with paragraph (b) 
of this section, or, if not so filed, within 
thirty days after the effective date of the 
renewal of that person's registration as 
a floor broker. Any person who has 
previously filed his fingerprints in 
accordance with the requirements of 
|{ 1.10,1.10a, 1.10b. 1.10c, or l.lOd is not 
required to refile his fingerprints to 
comply with this paragraph (c). 

5. Section 1.10b is revised to read as 
follows: 

11.10b Registration of Associated 
Persons. 

(a) Registration Required. It is 
unlawful for any person to act as an 
associated person unless registered as 
such in accordance with the procedures 
in paragraphs (c) or (d) of this section, 
except that this section does not 
preclude any registered associated 
person who was so registered on the 
effective date of this section from 
continuing to act as such until such 
person's current registration expires. 

(b) Duration of registration. A person 
registered in accordance with 
paragraphs (c) or (d) of this section and 
whose registration has neither been 
suspended nor revoked in accordance 
with section 8a(3) of the Act will 
continue to be so registered until: (1) the 
cessation of the association of the 
registrant with the futures commission 
merchant or its agent: or (2) the 
revocation, suspension, lapse, or 
withdrawal of the registration of the 
futures commission merchant with 
which the registrant is associated. 

(c) Application for registration. 

Except as otherwise provided in 
paragraph (d) of this section, application 
for registration as an associated person 
must be on Form 8-R. completed and 
filed with the Commission in accordance 
with the instructions thereto. 

(1) No Form 8-R will be deetned 
acceptable for filing under this section 
unless an officer, if the registered 
futures commission merchant is a 
corporation, a general partner, if a 
partnership, or the sole proprietor, if a 
sole proprietorship, of such futures 
commission merchant has signed and 


dated a certification in writing thereon, 
stating that: 

(1) It is the intention of the futures 
commission merchant or its agent to hire 
or otherwise employ the applicant as an 
associated person and that it will do so 
within thirty days after the receipt of the 
notification provided in accordance with 
paragraph (c)(3) of this section and that 
the applicant will not be permitted to 
solicit or accept customers' orders (other 
than in a clerical capacity) or to 
supervise any person or persons so 
engaged until the applicant is registered 
as an associated person in accordance 
with this section: 

(ii) The futures commission merchant 
has verified the information supplied by 
the applicant in response to the 
questions on Form 8-R which relate to 
the applicant's education and 
employment history, except that this 
paragraph (c)(l)(ii) does not apply to 
any person who, at the time of the first 
expiration of that person's registration 
as an associated person subsequent to 
the effective date of this section, is 
associated with the certifying futures 
commission merchant or its agent; 

(iii) To the best of the futures 
commission merchant's knowledge, 
information, and belief, all of the 

ublicly available information supplied 

y the applicant on Form 8-R is accurate 
and complete: Provided, that it is 
unlawful for the futures commission 
merchant to make the certification 
required by this paragraph (c)(l)(iii) if 
the futures commission merchant knew 
or should have known that any of that 
information is not accurate and 
complete: and 

(iv) The futures commission merchant 
will retain in accordance with {1*31 
such records as are necessary to support 
the certifications required by paragraphs 
(c)(l)(i) through (c)(l)(iii) of this section 
and, where applicable, paragraph (d)(1) 
of this section. 

(2) Each Form 8-R filed in accordance 
with the requirements of this S 1.10b 
must be accompanied by the fingerprints 
of the applicant on fingerprint cards 
provided by the Commission for that 
purpose. 

(3) When the Commission determines 
that an applicant for registration as an 
associated person is not unfit for such 
registration, it will provide notification 
in writing to the futures commission 
merchant which has made the 
certifications required by paragraph 
(c)(1) of this section that the applicant's 
registration as an associated person is 
granted contingent upon the futures 
commission merchant or its agent hiring 
or otherwise employing the applicant as 
such within thirty days. 
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(d) Special registration procedures for 
certain persons. Any person who is 
registered in accordance with 
paragraphs (c) or (d) of this section* 
whose registration in accordance with 
paragraphs (c) or (d) of this section has 
terminated within the preceding thirty 
days, whose registration in accordance 
with this section has been granted 
within the preceding twelve months or 
who, at the time of the first expiration of 
that person's registration as an 
associated person subsequent to the 
effective date of this section, is 
associated with the futures commission 
merchant making the certification 
required by paragraph (d)(1) of this 
section or its agent: 

(1) Will be registered as an associated 
person of a registered futures 
commission merchant or its agent upon 
the mailing to the Commission of a 
written certification by that futures 
commission merchant stating: 

(1) That such person is eligible to be 
registered in accordance with this 
paragraph (d); 

(iij That such person has been hired or 
is otherwise employed by such futures 
commission merchant or its agent; and 

(iii) That the futures commission 
merchant has determined from the 
Commission that such person's 
registration as an associated person is 
not suspended or revoked, that there is 
not pending a proceeding under sections 
4n(5). 4n(6), 6a(2) or 8a(3) of the Act or 
§ 1.10© to deny, suspend or revoke such 
person's registration in any capacity and 
that the Commission has not within the 
preceding twelve months permitted the 
withdrawal of such person's application 
for registration in any capacity after 
instituting the procedures provided in 
S MOe, except that this paragraph 
(d)(l)(iii) does not apply to any person 
who, at the time of the first expiration of 
that person's registration as an 
associated person subsequent to the 
effective date of this section, is 
associated with the certifying futures 
commission merchant or its agent. 

(2) The certification permitted by 
paragraph (d)(1) of this section must be 
signed and dated by an officer, if the 
futures commission merchant is a 
corporation, a general partner, if a 
partnership, or the sole proprietor, if a 
sole proprietorship. 

(3) Within thirty days of mailing the 
certification permitted by paragraph 
(d)(1) of this section, the futures 
commission merchant must complete 
and file with the Commission a Form 8- 
R in accordance with the instructions 
thereto. The Form 8-R must contain the 
certifications required by paragraphs 

(b)(l)(ii)—<iv) of this section and must be 
accompanied by the fingerprints of the 


applicant on fingerprint cards provided 
by the Commission for that purpose. 

(e) Petitions for exemption. Any 
person adversely affected by the 
operation of this { 1.10b may file a 
sworn petition with the Secretary of the 
Commission, which petition must set 
forth with particularity the reasons why 
that person believes that an applicant 
should be exempted from the 
requirements of this section. The 
petition will be granted or denied by the 
Commission on the basis of the papers 
filed by the applicant. The Commission 
hereby grants to the Director of the 
Division of Trading and Markets or his 
designee the authority to grant or deny 
petitions filed pursuant to this 
paragraph (e). 

6. Section 1.10c is revised to read as 
follows: 

{ 1.10c Registration of Commodity 
Trading Advisors. 

(a) Application for Registration. 
Application for initial registration as a 
commodity trading advisor must be on 
Form 7-R, completed and filed with the 
Commission in accordance with the 
instructions thereto. Each Form 7-R 
must be accompanied by a Form 8-R, 
completed in accordance with the 
instructions thereto and executed by 
each natural person who is a principal 
of the applicant. Each such principal 
must file his fingerprints with the Form 
8-R on fingerprint cards provided by the 
Commission for that purpose, except 
that any such principal who has 
previously filed his fingerprints and a 
Form 8-R with the Commission in 
accordance with the requirements of 

SS MO. 1.10a, 1.10b, 1.10c, or l.lOd and 
who is not himself applying for 
registration as a commodity trading 
advisor is not required to refile his 
fingerprints or a Form 8-R to comply 
with this paragraph (a). 

(b) Renewal of registration . Except as 
otherwise provided in paragraph (d) of 
this section, application for renewal of 
registration as a commodity trading 
advisor must be on Form 7-R, completed 
and filed with the Commission in 
accordance with the instructions 
thereto, 

(c) Addition of principals subsequent 
to filing of Form 7-R. Notwithstanding 
the provisions of { 1.14, within twenty 
days after any natural person becomes a 
principal of the applicant or registrant 
subsequent to the filing of a Form 7-R in 
accordance with the requirements of 
paragraphs (a) or (b) of this section, the 
applicant or registrant must file with the 
Commission a Form 8-R. in accordance 
with the instructions thereto. The Form 
8-R must be completed by such 
principal in accordance with the 


instructions thereto and must be 
accompanied by that person's 
fingerprints on fingerprint cards 
provided by the Commission for that 
purpose. This filing need not be made 
for any such principal who has 
previously filed his fingerprints and a 
Form 8-R in accordance with the 
requirements of {$ 1.10,1.10a, 1.10b, 
1.10c, or l.lOd: Provided that the 
commodity trading advisor must notify 
the Commission within twenty days of 
the name of such added principal on 
Form 3-R. 

(d) Filing of Form 8-R with 
fingerprints for existing principals. The 
first Form 7-R filed subsequent to the 
effective date of this section by a 
registered commodity trading advisor in 
accordance with paragraph (b) of this 
section must be accompanied by a Form 
8-R completed and executed in 
accordance with the instructions thereto 
and a completed fingerprint card, 
provided by the Commission for that 
purpose, for each natural person 
required to be listed on that Form 7-R as 
a principal of that commodity trading 
advisor. In the alternative, the Form 8-R 
and fingerprint card may be filed by the 
commodity trading advisor up to ninety 
days after the effective date of the 
renewal of its registration. This filing 
need not be made for any such principal 
who has previously filed his fingerprints 
and a Form 8-R in accordance with the 
requirements of j J 1.10.1.10a, 1.10b. 
1.10c, or l.lOd. 

7. Section l.lOd is revised to read as 
follows: 

{l.lOd Registration of Commodity Pool 
Operators. 

(a) Application for registration. 
Application for initial registration as a 
commodity pool operator must be on 
Form 7-R f completed and filed with the 
Commission in accordance with the 
instructions thereto. Each Form 7-R 
must be accompanied by a Form 8-R, 
completed in accordance with the 
instructions thereto and executed by 
each natural person who is a principal 
of the applicant. Each such principal 
must file his fingerprints with the Form 
8-R on fingerprint cards provided by the 
Commission for that purpose except that 
any such principal who has previously 
filed his fingerprints and a Form 8-R 
with the Commission in accordance with 
the requirements of {{ 1.10,1.10a. 1.10b. 
1.10c, or l.lOd and who is not himself 
applying for registration as a commodity 
pool operator is not required to refile his 
fingerprints or a Form 8-R to comply 
with this paragraph (a). 

(b) Renewal of registration. Except as 
otherwise provided in paragraph (d) of 
this section, application for renewal of 
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registration as a commodity pool 
operator must be on Form 7-R, 
completed and filed with the 
Commission In accordance with the 
instructions thereto. 

(c) Addition of principals subsequent 
to filing of Form 7-R. Notwithstanding 
the provisions of { 1.14, within twenty 
days after any natural person becomes a 
principal of the applicant or registrant 
subsequent to the filing of a Form 7-R in 
accordance with the requirements of 
paragraphs (a) or (b) of this section, the 
applicant or registrant must file with the 
Commission a Form 8-R. in accordance 
with the instructions thereto. The Form 
8-R must be completed by such 
principal in accordance with the 
instructions thereto and must be 
accompanied by that person’s 
fingerprints on fingerprint cards 
provided by the Commission for that 
purpose. This filing need not be made 
for any such principal who has 
previously filed his fingerprints and a 
Form 8-R in accordance with the 
requirements of 55 1.10.1.10a, 1.10b, 

110c. or l.lOd: Provided, that the 
commodity pool operator must notify the 
Commission within twenty days of the 
name of such added principal on Form 
3-R. 

(d) Filing of Form &-R with 
fingerprints for existing principals. The 
first Form 7-R filed subsequent to the 
effective date of this section by a 
registered commodity pool operator in 
accordance with paragraph (b) of this 
section must be accompanied by a Form 
8-R completed and executed in 
accordance with the instructions thereto 
and a completed fingerprint card, 
provided by the Commission for that 
purpose, for each natural person 
required to be listed on that Form 7-R as 
a pnncipal of that commodity pool 
operator. In the alternative, the Form 8- 
R and fingerprint card may be filed by 
the commodity pool operator up to 
ninety days after the effective date of 
the renewal of its registration. This filing 
need not be made for any such principal 
who has previously filed his fingerprints 
and a Form 8-R in accordance with the 
requirements of 55 1.10,1.10a. 1.10b, 

MOc or l.lOd. 

8. Section l.iof is added, and will read 

as follows: 

51.101 Supplemental Filings. 

Notwithstanding any other provision 
of this chapter, the Commission or the 
Director of the Division of Trading and 
Markets or his designee, may, at any 
time, give written notice to any 
registrant, applicant for registration, or 
person required to be registered: 

(a) That information has come to the 
attention of the Commission staff which, 


if true, could constitute grounds upon 
which to base a determination that the 
person is unfit to become, or to remain, 
registered in accordance with the Act or 
the regulations thereunder and setting 
forth such information in the notice, or 
that the Commission has undertaken a 
routine or periodic review of the 
registrant’s fitness to remain so 
registered; and 

(b) That the person, or any individual 
who, based upon his relationship with 
that person is required to file a Form 8-R 
in accordance with this part, as 
applicable, must, within five days of 
receipt thereof, or such shorter period of 
time as the Commission may specify, 
complete and file with the Commission a 
current Form 8-R, in accordance with 
the instructions thereto, which must be 
accompanied by that individual’s 
fingerprints on fingerprint cards 
provided by the Commission for that 
purpose. 

(c) Failure to provide the requested 
Information is a violation of the 
Commission's regulations which itself 
constitutes grounds upon which to base 
a determination that the registrant is 
unfit to become or to remain so 
registered. 

9. Section 1.11 is amended to read as 
follows: 

5 1.11 Registration Fees; Form of 
Remittance. 

Each application for registration, or 
renewal thereof, as a futures 
commission merchant shall be 
accompanied by a fee of $200, plus a fee 
of $6 for each domestic branch office 
and for each correspondent or agent, 
operating within the United States, 
authorized to solicit or accept orders for 
the purchase or sale of any commodity 
for future delivery on behalf of the 
applicant. Each application for 
registration, or renewal thereof, as a 
floor broker or an associated person 
shall be accompanied by a fee of $20. 
Each application for registration, or 
renewal thereof, as a commodity trading 
advisor or commodity pool operator 
shall be accompanied by a fee of $50. 
Fees shall be remitted by money order, 
bank draft, or check, payable to the 
Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission. 

10. Section 1.14(d) is amended to read 
as follows: 

5 1.14 Deficiencies, Inaccuracies, and 
Changes, to be Reported. 

• • • • • 

(d) After the filing of a Form 8-R by or 
on behalf of any person for the purpose 
of permitting that person to be an 
associated person of a futures 
commission merchant or its agent, that 


futures commission merchant must, 
within ten days after the occurrence of 
either of the following, file a report with 
the Commission indicating: (1) the 
failure of that person to become 
associated witii the futures commission 
merchant or its agent and the reasons 
therefor, or (2) the termination of the 
association of that person with the 
futures commission merchant or its 
agent and the reasons therefor. 

Issued in Washington. D.C, on March 14. 
1960, by the Commission, 
fane K. Stuckey, 

Secretary of the Commission. 
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885. 
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AGENCY PUBLICATION ON ASSIGNED DAYS OF THE WEEK 


The foAowing ageooes have agreed to publish all This la a voluntary program. (See OFR NOTICE 
documents on two assigned days of the week FR 32914. August 6. 197a) 

(Monday/Thursday or Tuesday/Friday). 


m.m - -*- 

lfOfKJiy 

TXT 

W«drw*d*y 

Thursday 

Friday 


DOT/SECRETARY 

USDA/ASCS 


DOT/SECRETARY 

USDA/ASCS 


DOT/COAST GUARD 

USDA/APHIS 


DOT/COAST GUARD 

USOA/APHIS 


DOT/FAA 

USDA/FNS 


DOT/FAA 

USOA/FNS 


DOT/FHWA 

USDA/FSOS 


DOT/FHWA 

USOA/FSOS 


DOT 'FRA 

USDA/REA 


OOT/FRA 

USOA/REA 


DOT/NHTSA 

MSPB/OPM 


DOT/NHTSA 

MSPB/OPM 


DOT/RSPA 

LABOR 


DOT/RSPA 

LABOR 


DOT/SLSDC 

HEW/FDA 


DOT/SLSOC 

HEW/FDA 


DOT/UMTA 



DOT/UMTA 



CSA 



CSA 




Documents normally scheduled for pubkcatton on 
a day that wtl be a Federal holiday will be 
published the next work day loAowvng the 
holiday 


Comments on this program are sM invited 
Comments should be submitted lo the 
Day-of-the-Woek Program Coordnaftor. Office of 


the Federal Register. National Archwes and 
Records Service, General Services Administration 
Washington. D C 20408 


REMINDERS 


The “reminders" below identify documents that appeared in issues of 
the Federal Register 1S days or more ago. Inclusion or exclusion from 
this list has no legal significance. 

Rules Going Into Effect Today 

COMMUNITY SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 

10794 2-19-60 / Summer Youth Recreation Program; funding and 

application process 

ENERGY DEPARTMENT 

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission— 

12214 2-25-60 / Small power production and cogeneration 

facilities 

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 

National Highway Traffic Safety Administration- 
10798 2-19-60 / New pneumatic tires for passenger cars; safety 

standards 

10796 2-19-80 / Standards enforcement and defects investigation 

procedures 

List of Public Laws 

Last Lilting March 19.1900 

This is a continuing listing of public bills from the current session of 
Congress which have become Federal laws. The text of laws is not 
published in the Federal Register but may be ordered in individual 
pamphlet form (referred to as “slip laws") from the Superintendent 
of Documents. U.S. Covemmcnt Printing Office. Washington. D.C. 
20402 (telephone 202-275-3030). 

H.R. 5913 / Pub. L 96-210 To amend section 502(a) ol the 

Merchant Marine Act. 1936. (Mar. 17.1980; 94 Stat 100) 
Price SI.00. 

S. 1792 / Pub. L. 96-211 To authorize the President of the United 
States to present on behalf ol the Congress a specially 
struck gold modal to Simon Wiesenthal (Mar. 17. I960. 94 
Stat. 101) Pnce $1.00. 
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Just Released 


CODE OF FEDERAL REGULATIONS 
(Revised as of October 1,1979) 

Quantity Volume * Price 


Title 46—Shipping 
(Part 200 to End) 

Title 47—Telecommunication 
(Parts 20 to 69) 

Title 49—Transportation 
(Parts 1000 to 1199) 


Amount 


$8.50 

8.00 

7.00 

Total Order 


$ 


W Cumulative checklist of CFR issuances for 1979 appears in the back of the 
first issue of the Federal Register each month in the Reader Aids section. In 
addition, a checklist of current CFR volumes, comprising a complete CFR 
set. appears each month In the LSA (List of CFR Sections Affected).} 




PLEASE DO NOT DETACH 


MAIL ORDER FORM To: 

Superintendent of Documents, Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C 20402 

Emtlottd find f .~ .... (check cr money order) or chorge to my Depoiit Account No . 

Tltdti send mt . copiei of: 




PLEAS L FILL IN MAILING LABEL 
BELOW 


N*im 


ZIP Code... 


fORUSCOfSUPf.DOCl 

... Endowed... 

To he 


Rffund-- 

Pouter.- 

ftindlin* .... 


FOR PROMPT SHIPMENT. PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE ADDRESS ON LABEL BELOW, INCLUOING YOUR ZIP COPE 


SUPERINTENDENT OF DOCUMENTS 
UJ. GOVERNMENT PRINTING GET ICE 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20402 

OFFICIAL BUSINESS 


POSTAGr and ires PAID 
VS. GOVERNMIM PRINTING OFFICE 

SPECIAL FOLATM CLASS RATE 
ROOK 


Nik _ 


Oty and Stale 


ZIP Code. 


t 














































